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ay for it. He should vote against the bill in its 

resent form, but was in favor of its recommit- 
ment with instructions to strike out all that part 
of it relative to the arbitration, and appoint ap- 
praisers for ascertaining the amount to be paid. | 

Mr. BAYARD informed the Senator from Illi- | 
nois [Mr. Breese] that the trial to which he al- 
juded, and the judgment of the court which put 
Gale into possession, were not conclusive, as they 
were only on an ejectment case, 

The CHAIR stated that the mover of the pend- | 
ing motion had sent in a modification, referring 
the whole matter to the decision of the United 
States courts, 

Mr. BREESE made a few remarks in reply to 
Mr. Bayarp, not distinctly heard in the reporter’s 
gallery. 

Mr. BENTON characterized the whole thing as 
an effort to extort money from the United States, | 
on the mere shadow of a claim got up for specu- 
lation. 

The debate was continued till past four o’clock, 
by Messrs. BENTON, CLAYTON, BAYARD, 
DAYTON, BUCHANAN, WOODBURY, Mce- | 
DUFFIE, BREESE, and MILLER. 

Mr. BENTON moved the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. 

On which motion, the yeas and nays were 
called for, and ordered. 

The question being taken on the indefipite || 
postponement, resulted—yeas 11, nays 3]; as fol- | 
lows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Benton, Col- 
quitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, Huger, McDuttie, Tap- 
pan, and Walker—l11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Breese, 
Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, | 
Foster, Hannegan, Huntington, Jarnagin, King, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter of Michigan, Sam- | 
ple, Sturgeon, ‘l'allmadge, Upham, White, Woodbridge, 
Woodbury, and Wright—31. 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the instruction 
soas to direct the Committee on the Judiciary | 
soto amend the bill as to provide compensation | 
to the heirs of Henry Gale, having regard to the 
value of the land, as it was at the time the Uni- 
ted States assumed possession thereof. 

Mr. McDUFFIE hoped the Senate would not 
adopt the amendment. There was nothing be- 
fore the Senate to go upon in relation to the decis- 
ion of one of the courts of the United States but 
rumor. There was no knowing what it was that 
had been decided; but the Senate was made to as- 
sume that the decision was against the United | 
States and in favor of the claimant. He was per- 
fectly satisfied that there was not a shadow of 
title for their claim; and should, therefore, vote | 
against the bill. 

A further discussion arose, in which Messrs. | 
BUCHANAN, McDUFFIE, DAYTON, BEN- | 
TON, and BREESE, participated. | 

Mr. Breese’s amendment was then with- | 
drawn. 

Mr. BENTON moved an adjournment. | 

On this motion the question was taken, and | 
decided in the negative—ayes fifteen, noes not 
counted. 

The question then came up on the motion to 
recommit the bill with instructions to refer the 
whole matter to the United States courts. 

Mr. BENTON moved to lay the bill on the 
table, or to postpone its further consideration tll 
there was time to inquire at the Treasury De- || 
partment what had been done in compliance with 
the act of Congress of 1839, referring the claim to | 
the decision of the Supreme Court. F 

Mr. BERRI observed, that if the Senator | 
from Missouri wished for an adjournment with | 
a view of obtaining information, there certainly | 
would be no objection to it. 

Mr. KING said it would not effect that object | 
merely to lay the matter over till to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he wanted to | 


know why the act of 1839 had not been carried || 
into effect. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said nothing had beendone | 
ut it. i! 


Mr. BENTON remarked that they could, at ! 


9 


all events, learn the reasons why nothing had 
been done in conformity with that act. 

The mouon to adjourn was then renewed; and 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, January 10, 1844. 
The minutes of yesterday were read. 


Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the joint 
resolution of the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Territory of Wisconsin, urging 
upon Congress the necessity of making appropri- 
ations for the constructian of harbors on the west- 
ern shore of Lake Michigan, in the said Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON asked the House to take 
up, and act upon his resolution, which he sub- 
mitted some days ago, in relation to the tobacco 
trade, 

Mr. BARNARD suggested that there were 
many resolutions which had been presented, and 
laid over under the rule for one day, and he 
hoped the House would take them up, and dis- 
pose of them. 

Mr. McK AY stated that he had several reports 
tomake from the Committee of Waysand Means, 
which he hoped the House would permit him to 


| present. 


The House yielded the consent which the gen- 
tleman asked. 

Mr. McKAY then, with the consent of the 
House, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year, 
commencing the Ist July, 1844, ending the 30th 
June, 1845. 

The bill was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union. 


Mr. McKAY next reported a bi'l making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending the 30th day of June, 
1845. 

It was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McK. likewise reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1845; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union 

Mr. McK. further reported a bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending the 
30th day of June, 1845; which was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. McKAY then submitted a series of reso- 


, lutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire, and report to this House, whether, with 


| a view to the diminution of the public expenditures, and 


without any injury to the public service, the grade of some 
of the representatives of our Government abroad may not 
be reduced; and if sv, what reduction of this description 
may, in the opinion of the committee, be safely made. 
Also, whether representatives now existing, of any char- 


| acter, may be safely dispensed with at any and what place 
| now so represented. And also, whether some alteration in 
| the law in relation to the compensation of our diplomatic 


agents abroad, and especially in relation to their outfits and 
allowances, may not safely be made, which will have a 
tendency tocheck the too frequent changes taking place in 


| the appointment of those public officers. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instruct- 
ed to inquire, and report to this House, what have been the 


| expenses annually paid out of the Treasury of the United 


States for the courts of the United States within the several 
‘Territories, including the salaries to the judges, and ail 


| other expenses growing out of the organization and the 


holding of such courts tor each of the three Territories tor 


| the last four years; also, into the expediency of restricting 
| the jurisdiction of the Federal courts within the Territories 
|| within the limits prescribed for the same courts within the 


States, and for the reduction of the number of circuits and 


|| districts, and the number of judges and marshals, and all 


other officers of those courts, to conform to the business so 
limited; and further, for the establishment of territorial 
courts with territorial jurisdiction, to be organized and paid 
as the Legislative Councils of the respective Territories may 


. 


preseribe and direct; and that they report by bill or other- 
Wise. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to make the following inquiries in relation to the 
expenditures from the public Treasury for tlie incidental 
and contingent expenses of the judiciary : 

1. Whether the per diem compensation allowed to dis 


| trict attorneys, marshals, aud clerks, may not be wholly 


withheld without any injury to the public services; and if 
not, Whether such compensation may not be wholly with 
held in some circuits and districts, and materially reduced 
in all, without such injury? : 

2. What sums are paid annually in the various cireuits 
and districts of the United States for rents or otherwise, as 
compensation for the use of court houses or other buildings 
by the various courts of the United States during the re 
spective sittings or terms; and the terms or sittings held 
annually, and their average duration for the vears ior whieh 
the pavinents for rent have been made; and whether some 
restrictions and regulations in reference to those payments, 
as well to produce uniformity as to promote 
should not be made by law? 

3. What have been the reasons for the great and rapid 
increase of those expenditures within the last few years; 
generaily, how the moneys appropriated for those objects 
have been expended; for what services the principal pay 
ments are made; upon what vouchers and testimonials the 
accounts for those expenditures are passed atthe Tr@®asury ; 
what reduction of expenditure may be made in this branch 
ot the public service with satety and propriety , and whether 
any, and what, alterations should be made in the laws reg 
ulating the accounting tor those appropriations. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire— 

1. Whether the office of secretary, created by the act of 
4th July, 1836, to sign, in the name of the President of the 
United States, patents for lands, may not be abolished; 


economy, 


| and, if necessary, the duty of signing said patents be per 


formed by some officer in the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office ? 

2. Whether the two keepers of the public archives in 
Florida, authorized by the act of the 3d Mareh, 1825, may 
not be dispensed with, and the said archives transterred 
either to the otfice of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, or of seme public office in the Territory atore- 
said. 

3. Whether the provisions of the act of 12th June, 1840, 
may not be so modified as to allow the consolidation of two 
or More surveying disiricts Whenever the remaining surveys 
thérein could, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, be completed under the surveyor general of one of 
them; aud also, of allowing the discontinuance of said offi- 

| ces Whenever the expenses exceed twenty per cent of the 
annual amount of sales, and annexing the lands unsold to 
some other offices; and 

4. Whether, in consequence of the diminished sales of 
the public lands, and other causes, the number of clerks 
and other officers attached to the office of the Comiunis- 
sioner of the General Land Otlice may not be greatly re- 
duced. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 


| instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
| collection of reasonable tolls trom travelers over the Po- 


tomac bridge, for the purpose of providing tor the neces- 
sary repairs and maintenance of said bridge, inclading the 
compensation of drawkeepers and other attendanis; that 
said committee also inquire into the management of the 
penitentiary of this Distriet, and the causes why it has not 
heretofore supported itself, and whether any changes in the 
laws provided for its government are necessary to insure 
greater economy in its administration, consistently with the 
object for which it was established. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the causes of the recent increase in the num- 
ber of desertions and <ischarges of American seamen in 
foreign countries ; whether the laws passed for their relief 
have been executed or nor; and especially whether the act 
of the 28th February, 1803, which requires the payment of 
three months’ extra wages in certain cases, has been com- 
plied with ; and, if not, then to inquire into the expediency 
of imposing a penalty on the master of the vessel for his 
refusal or neglect to pay said wages to the consul ; and also 
of imposing a penalty on the consul for his re(usal or neg- 
lect to account for the same ; or of requiring said wages to 
be paid in the first instance to collectors, aud by them ac- 
counted tor to the Treasury, to constifute a fund for the 
relief and protection of American seamen. 

Resolved further, That said committee inquire into the 
expediency of amending the act of 1790, so that the for- 
feiture of a seaman’s Wages and effects for desertion shail 
accrue to the United States, and not to the owner of the 


| vessel, to be applied in aid of the fund aforementioned. 


Mr. BIDLACK wished to submit an amend- 
ment, if it were in order to de so. He wished 
to order a resolution of inquiry, calling upon the 
Judiciary Committee for certain information. It 
was a resolution which he had had by him some 
time; but he intimated that he had no intention 
to embarrass the resolutions of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. MeKay.] 

The Clerk read the resolution for information 

Mr. C. JOHNSON objected to the resolution, 
on the ground that it referred to a different sub- 
ject, and could not, therefore, form part of the 


| resolution of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
| [Mr. McKar.} 










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































all 


~ Mr. BIDLACK withd rew his amendment, and 


said he would offer it at some other time, when || debate the 


he should get an opportunity to do so. 
The resolutions of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were then agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. RATHBUN gave notice of his intention 
hereafter to ask leave to introduce a bill in relation 
to the circuit and district courts of New York. 


CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING. 


Mr. GREEN, of Kentucky, called up his reso- 
lution, which was pending last night when the 
House adjourned. It was as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House do, in connec 
tion with the information concerning public printing re 
quired by the resolution of this House of the 3d instant, at 
the same time report to this Llouse the amount or amounts 
paid for the printing of the returns of the last census, and 
to whom paid; and, also, that he report the amount of the 
account rendered for printing the compendium of the sixth 
census, and the amount Which Congress directed to be paid 
on said account. 


After a conversation, in which Messrs. C. 
JOHNSON, RATHBUN, and GREEN of Ken- 
tucky, took part, the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. BARNARD moved a suspension of the 


rules for the purpose of taking up the resolutions 


now lying on the table. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and there 
were 75 in the affirmative and 31 in the negative; 
being less than a quorum. 

Tellers were demanded, and Mr. C. Jounson 
and Mr. MclIivaine were appointed, They took 
the vote, and reported 96 in the affirmative and 
29 in the negative. 

The rules were therefore suspended. 


ESTIMATES FOR FISCAL YEAR. 
The following resolution, offered by Mr. Rep- 


Inc, on a former day, was taken up and agreed | 


to, with the modification of five thousand instead 
of three thousand: 


Resolved, That three thousand copies of the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, containing the estimates of ap 
propriations for the year ending June 30, 1843, be printed 
for the use of the members of this House. 


REPORT OF CAPTAIN HUGHES, ETC. 
The following resolutions were agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- | 


mit to this House a copy of the report of Captain Hughes, 
of the corps of topographical engineers, of the examina- 


tion and survey made during the last season, of the Hudson | 


river, above and below Albany, with reference to the navi- 
gation, and of the public works connected with the im- 
provement thereof. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | 


to inform this House of the amount of expenditure which 


has been settled on the certificates only of: the President of | 


the United States, since the 4th March, 1839, and the year 
in which said expenditure was made. 


JESSE HOYT. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, was taken up: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 
quested to inform this House whether or not Jesse Hoyt, | 


late collector of the port of New York, has or has not vio- 


jated the second section of the act of Congress, entitled | 


** An act to repeal an act to provide for the collection, safe- 
keeping, transfer, and disbursementof the public revenue ; 


and to provide for the punishment of embezzilers of the 


public money, and for other purposes.”’ 


Mr. WELLER moved that it be laid upon the 
table. 

Upon this motion Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, 
demanded the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered, and being taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 
135. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. BELSER requested the gentleman who 
offered the resolution to modify it, so as not to 
ask for the opinion of the President, but for the 
facts. He did not believe that the House had 
me right to ask for the President’s opinion. 

1 

+ 


lution did not ask for the opinions of the Exec- 
utive. 


previous question, and rejected—yeas 40, nays 
Za. 

Mr. HAMLIN made some remarks not heard 
by the reporter; when 

The SPEAKER said that if debate arose, the 
resolution must lie over. 


Mr. HAMLIN said he did not know that any | 





| olutions were usually presented. This resolution 


|| the resolution, having given rise to debate, must | 


|| a division. 


The question was then put on seconding the || ing, offered by Mr. Boyp: 
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gentleman could state the fact that he wished to | 

uestion when he had the floor. 
Mr. HARALSON hoped that the mover of the 

resolution would withdraw the motion for the 


| previous question. The resolution was certainly 


very objectionable in its present shape. It called 
for the opinion of the President as to the viola- 
tion of acertain law. He preferred having the 
facts communicated by the President, and he 
hoped the resolution would be so amended as to 
attain that object. We could then apply the facts 
of the case to the law, and draw our own conclu- 
sions as to the violation of the law. | 
Mr. BELSER desired the resolution to be read 
again. He was satisfied that it called on the | 
President of the United States for the expression 


of his opinions. | 


The resolution was accordingly read. 
Mr. HAMLIN offered an amendment, adding 
to the resolution the following words: 
Resolved, also, That Jesse Hoyt, late collector of the port 
of New York, be requested to inform this House if, in his 
opinion, President Tyler has not violated the Constitution 
of the United States, in sending troops into the State of 
Rhode Island to control the free people of that State in the | 
exercise of their sovereign rights. 


The SPEAKER said that the amendment was | 
not in order. 

Mr. A. H. READ suggested tothe mover to pre- 
sent his resolution in the form in which such res- 


called on the President of the United States for 
the expression of his opinion whether an officer 
of the Government had not violated the law. If 
the gentleman presented his resolution in a less | 
objectionable form, he thought every gentleman | 
would vote for it. Mr. R. was continuing his 
remarks, when 

The SPEAKER interrupted him, and said that | 


go over. | 
MARINE HOSPITALS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Frencn, di- | 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to communi- 
cate to this House what progress had been made 
in the purchase of*a site for, and in the erection | 
of, a marine hospital on the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi rivers, came up, and was adopted, without | 





LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Tissarrs, 
calling on the Secretary of the Treasury for in- 


up for consideration. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped the gentleman would 
withdraw that part of the resolution calling for 


| intormation in relation to the new canal, as it 


would involve the expense of additional surveys. 


Mr. TIBBATTS replied that it would involve 


| no expense, as all the necessary information was 


already in the Department. He would, how- 
ever, modify his resolution so as to provide that 
there should be no additional surveys. 


Mr. McKAY here objected, and said he wished 


| the resolution to lie over; but, upon an explana- 


tion from Mr. T., withdrew his objection; and 
the resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Tuomasson, 
instructing the Committee on the Judiciary to in- 
quire into the expediency of providing, by law, 
in all-cases of removal from office, that it shall 


be the duty of the head of the Department in | 
which the removal shall be made, or the officer | 
making such removal, to assign the reasons for }) 
such removal, or furnish the charges which had || 
| caused it, was next taken up and considered; but | 


a ; || objections being made, it was laid over. 
r. DAVIS, of Kentucky, said that the reso- || J - : 


NAVAL DEPOT. 
The next resolution taken up was the follow- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a 
naval depot upon the Mississippi or Ohio river, in accord- 
ance with a recommendation contained in the report of the 
Secretary of War, bearing date Deceinber 5, 1840. 


No objection being made, this resolution was | 


agreed to. 





|) unpaid. 


| 
| 


TOBACCO TRADE. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. ¢ 
Jonunson, next came up; and no objection being 
made, was agreed to: r 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to lay before the House any communications that 
he may have received (if, in his opinion, it be not incom. 
patible with the public interests) from our Ministers or 
agents in other countries, in relation to the growth, pro- 
duction, and trade, in the article of tobaceo, which has nop 
been heretofore communicated to the House. 


LIABILITIES OF THE GOVERNMENT, 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr, 
Dickinson, came up for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directeq 
to report to this House the liabilities that existed againg 
the ‘Treasury on the Ist of March, 1841; and a statemen, 
of the items that have been paid, and those which remaiy 
Also, that he furnish a statement of the revenye 
received from the sales of the public lands, and from the 
customs and other sources, in each quarter, from the lst 
of March, 1841, to the present time. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that he had an amend. 
ment that he wished to offer, so as to bring oy 
all the facts; and asi¢td his colleague to accept it 
as a modification of his resolution. It was to in- 
struct the Secretary to add the liabilities not only 
existing on 4th March, 1841, but on the 4th of 


'| March, 1843, so as to compare the last year of 


Mr. Van Buren’s administration with the expend. 
itures of 1843. 

Mr. DICKINSON declining to modify his res- 
olution, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted his amendment 
to it. 

Mr. McKAY objected to the adoption of the 
resolution; and it was passed over. 


, REORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Moore, was next taken up; and, no objection 
being made, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 


before this House, at his earliest convenience, any plan or 
recommendations he may think expedient and proper in re- 


|| lation to the reorganization and discipline of the militia. 


VALUE OF IMPORTS. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
SLIDELL, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury cause to be 
laid before the House a statement, showing the value of 
manufactures of wool, cotton, silk, flax, iron, glass, paper, 
hemp, cordage, and the quantity of sugar, molasses, tea, 


| coffee, and salt, imported annually, after deducting the re- 
exportations entitled to drawback ; the rate of duty and 


> ; ; oo : || amount of duty, deduction being made for drawback, which 
| formation relative to the imposition of tolls on the | 


| Louisville and Portland canal, &c., (and which 
were published in the House proceedings in the | 
| Globe at an earlier period of the session,) came | 


accrued annually on each respectively, from 1800 to J8il, 


|| from 1812 to 1815, from 1816 to 1824, from 1825 to 1828, from 


1829 to 1832, and from 1833 to 1842, inclusive. Second. A 
statement showing the value of imports, and the amount of 
duties which accrued thereon, after deducting drawbacks, 


| annually, from 1800 to 1842, inclusive. Third. A statement 


showing the quantity of refined sugar imported, the rate of 
drawback, and the amount of such drawback, annually, 
during the same period. 


Various other resolutions were read, objected 
to, and laid aside. 
LEASES OF LEAD MINES. 
The next resolution taken up and agreed to 


_ was the following; which had been presented by 
| Mr. Hoge: 


Do? 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War he requested to 
communicate to this House, at as early a day as practica- 


| ble— 


1. The amount of lead collected and received by the Gov- 
ernment as rent, from the establishment of its agency at 


| the lead mines of the Upper Mississippi, down to the year 


1835; and the number of salaries or compensation respect- 
ively paid to each of the officers or other persons employed 
at the said agency, and engaged in the collection and sale- 
keeping of said rent lead ; and all other contingent expen- 


|| ses of said agency during the period aforesaid. 


2. The amount of rent lead received by the Government 
from the year 1835 to the present time, particularly dis- 
linguishing the amounts received since the appointment 
of the present superintendent of the lead mines ; also, the 
number and names of the persons at present in the em- 
ployment of the Government as agents, clerks, surveyors, 
or otherwise, at the said superintendency ; and the respect- 
ive salaries or compensation paid to each ; and other con- 
tingent expenses growing out of said agency, and the fund 
out of which the same are discharged. 7 

3. The number of leases granted by the present superin- 
tendent since his appointment to office, and the quantity of 
land contained in each; also, the number, as nearly as may 
be ascertained from information in the possession of the 
Department, of persons engaged in mining and farming upon 
the reserved lands of the Government on the Upper Mis- 
sissippi; also, the instructions of the Department to the 
present superintendent, and copies of any correspondence 
between the said superintendent and the Department upon 
the subject of the mineral lands of the Government; and 
any other information in the possession of the Department 
in relation to the same. 
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TITLE TO OREGON. 


Mr. Wentwortn’s resolution was taken up, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if, in his opinion, 
not inconsistent with the public interests, copies of all cor- 
respondence with any foreign Government relative to the 
oecupancy, title, discovery,and boundaries of Oregon ‘Ter- 
ritory- 


UNSOLD LAND—THE WABASH. 


Mr. Fickity’s resolution calling upon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for information relative to 
the unsold land in sundry land districts, and im- 
provement of the Wabash, was taken up and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
quested, at his earliest convenience, to lay before the House 
a report of the number of acres of unsold land in the Pal- 
estine, Vincennes, and Shawneetown land districts; and 
also the length of time any portion of said lands hag been 
in market in each district. And, also, thathe lay before the 

use a report of the number of acres of unsold lands lying 
ties Kaskaskia and Vandalia land districts, on the Kas- 
kaskia river ; and that he state the length of time that land 
has been offered for sale in each of said land districts. And, 
also, that he give such information as he may have relative 
to the susceptibility of the improvement of the great Wa- 
bash river, from Terre Haute (the termination of the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal) to its junction with the Ohio river. 


FURNACES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Betser’s resolution relative to the fur- 
naces under the Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives, was referred to an appropriate standing 
committee. 


MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. Hovston’s resolution, calling on the Pres- 
ident of the United States for information relative 
to claims on Mexico, was taken up and agreed | 
to, as follows: 


Besolved, ‘That the President of the United States be re- | 
quested to communicate to the House, so far as in his judg- 
ment the same may be done without prejudice tothe public 
interest, any information in his possession relative to the 
claims of the citizens of the United States upon the Repub- 
lie of Mexico; copies of such correspondence as may have 
been had in reference to the same; and his views in regard 
to the adjustment and liquidation of said claims. 


ST. LOUIS HARBOR. 


Mr. Bow 1n’s resolution, calling on the Secre- | 
tary of War for the report of the engineer of St.-| 
Louis harbor, was agreed to, as follows: 

| 
| 


1. Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, requested to cause to be laid before the House the | 
late report of the engineer employed in the survey of the St. 
Louis harbor, at his earliest convenience, together with his 
estiinates of the possible amount necvssary for its permanent 
improvement. 

2. Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, requested to cause to be laid before this House the 
amount of the separate estimates for the improvement, first, 
of the Ohio river below the falls ; secondly, for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi riVer; thirdly, for the improvement 
of the Arkansas river; fourthly, for the improvement of the 
Missouri river; separating the general estimates for these | 
objects so as to inform the House of the particular estimates | 
of each. 





saallpvcnie 


FLORIDA INDIANS. 


Mr. Levy’s resolution, calling upon the Pres- 
ident of the United States to inform the House 
under what arrangements the Florida Indians are 

rmitted to remain in Florida, and whether trad- | 
ing-houses have been established, was taken up | 
and adopted, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to inform the House under what arrangements | 
the Indians at present in Florida remain there; whether 
any, and what, steps are in progress for their removal un- 
der the treaty of Payne’s Landing: whether any trading- 
houses have been established, or are contemplated to be 
established, for their use; whether any compensation is 
paid to any one as Indian agent or commissioner in Flor- 
ida; whether any annuity or presents have been allowed to 
any of the Indians now in Florida; and what part of the 
public domain in Florida has been surrendered to the ex 
clusive occupation of said Indians, the area and bounda- 
ries thereof, and whether said occupation is unconditional, 
or for a definite period, and upon stipulated terms. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. LEVY’S resolutions on this subject were 
adopted, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office be required to report to this House what cancellations 
of permits, issued under the act for the occupation of the 
Florida peninsula, have been ordered by him, the dates and 
other particulars of said permits, and the grounds upon | 
which they were canceled. 

Resolved, further, That the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office be required to report to this House what 
reservations of public lands in Florida have been made, and | 
the dates at which the land officers of the appropriate dis- 
tricts were officially informed of said reservations. 





| 


| 


RESPECT TO MRS. MADISON. 
The folfowing letter was received from Mrs. 


|| Madison, and read to the House: 


: WASHINGTON, January 9, 1844. 
Permit me to thank you, gentlemen, as the committee on 
the part of the House of Representatives, for the great grat 
ification you have this day conterred upon me, by the de- 
livery of the favor from that honorable body allowing me a 
seat within its Hall, I shall be ever proud to recollect it, 
as a token of their remembrance, collectiveiy and individ- 

ually, of one who has gone before us. 
D. P. MADISON. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


* tay ‘ 
The following communications, received from 


| the Executive Departments, were read, referred 


to appropriate committees, and ordered to be 
printed: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmittivg the report of the Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury. Referrred to the Committee on 

| Commerce. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmit- 
ting to Congress statemehts in obedience to the 
twentieth section of the act ** legalizing and mak- 

| ing appropriations for such necessary objects as 
have been usually included in the general appro- 
priation bills, without authority of law, and to 
| fix and provide for certain incidental expenses of 
the departments and offices of Government, and 
for other purposes.”’ 

| A letter from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
State, and a correspondence between that officer 
and the Minister from Portugal. Referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting abstracts of all offers made (those reject- 
ed and those accepted) to that Department and 
its several bureaus, for articles coming under 
their cognizance. 


PAY OF COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. BIDLACK offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of making provision, 
by law, for the payment of such commiss:oners as have 
been, or may be, appointed by virtue of the act of 19th 
March, 1842, amendatory of the acts establishing the judi- 
ciary courts of the United States. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 
The SPEAKER announced that the business 
now in order was the consideration of the motion 


to recommit the report of the selectcommittee on 
the rules. 


Mr. PARMENTER moved to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of receiving reports from 


to debate. 

A division being called for, fifty-one votes 
were given in the affirmative; which being less 
than two thirds, the rules were not suspended. 

The report on rules was then taken up for con- 
sideration, Mr. A. V. Brown beim entitled to 
the floor. He yielded, however, to 

Mr. CLINTON, who moved that the consid- 
eration of this subject be postponed until Tuesday 
week. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to amend the propo- 
sition to postpone, so as to make this subject the 
order of the day for that and every succeeding 
day, until the same was disposed of. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN inquired whether it was 
in order for the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. WintHrop] to submit his amendment at 
this time, as he had yielded the floor only for 
the specific motion of the gentleman from New 
York. 

The SPEAKER decided that the amendment 
was in order; but added that it would require a 
vote of two thirds. 
| Mr. WINTHROP said, according to his un- 
| derstanding of parliamentary practice, a majority 
| was sufficient to carry the amendment; and when 
that was done, it would require two thirds to 
| adopt the resolution as amended. 
| The SPEAKER said it was considered by the 

Chair that the question of postponement would 





roposition to make it a special order would fol- 
ow, and would require a vote of two thards for 


| 
|| be the first question, and then the gentleman’s 


|| its adaption. 


| Mr. BIDLACK proposed, in order to relieve 
| the House from this difficulty, a division of the 
question; and upon this motion, 


| to say a few words. 
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| of arriving at the same result, 


| stop. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question. . 

Mr. ADAMS desired the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion for a moment, to allow him an opportunity 
A very large majority of 
that House had decided that they would not lay 
the subject upon the table; that vote he regarded 
as an expression of the determination of the House 
not to dispose of the report in that way; and yet 
it seemed to him that the motion now made 
amounted to nothing more than an indirect method 
He hoped, there- 
fore, the Hlouse would refuse to postpone the 
consideration of this report any longer; it was a 
question which was at all times of importance to 
this House. That a bare majority was sufficient 
to postpone, and yet that it required two thirds 
to make it a special order, appeared to him a most 
extraordinary decision. 

Mr. REDING said he believed the previous 
question had been called; and that it was out of 
order, therefore, for the gentleman to debate the 
question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON withdrew his call for the 
previous question; and 

Mr. CLINTON then withdrew his motion to 
postpone, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was proceeding to ad- 
dress some observations to the Chair, when he 
was informed by the Speaker that the motion was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he desired to inquire of 
the gentleman frem Massachusetts whether, if 
the report should be recommitted, the committee 


| would be prepared within a short time to report 


again? ; 

Mr. A. V. BROWN rose to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania had risen to 
ask a question of the Chair, and now he was 
going on to put questions to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts; and they all knew that when the 
gentleman from Massachusetts began to answer 
questions, it was impossible to tell when he would 
[A laugh.}] He said there were three dis- 
tinct propositions now to be decided by the 
House. The first one was, not to receive aboli- 


| tion petitions; the second to receive, but not to 
| refer, report, or debate upon them; the third, to 


standing committees, such as would not give rise | 


| receive them, and, treating them like other ordi- 


nary petitions, to refer them to a committee, to 
report upon them, and to debate them. He had al- 


| ways voted for the first of these propositions; he 
| was prepared to vote for it now, and to vindicate 


| cluding these petitions. 


and maintain that vote here, and everywhere. 
W hat objection, is urged to the 2ist rale—ex- 
I ask not what the rav- 


| ing fanatic out of this House has said, but what 


honorable members here have told us in this very 


| debate. They tell us this 2Ist rule has violated 


| the great constitutional right of petition. 
| it. 


ideny 
They tell us that it has turned these petition- 


| ers out of doors, and driven them with scorn and 


contempt from these Halls. I deny it. The gentle- 
man from New York has said it; the gentleman 
from North Carolina has said it; the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has said it; others have said 
it. I deny it; and stand here to-day to defy them; 


' one and all, to defy ‘them—to what? To the 


roofs, 

Where is that proof? It lies on your table. It 
is in the public records of this House. Weil, 
what do they tell us? Take that petition, as it 
was said, with fifty thousand signatures; or take 
that huge rofl that adorned the tuble of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts last session; or take 
that one for the dissolution of the Union; or that 


one from New York praying to be separated from 


the institutions of slavery; take any one or all 
of these cases, and let us see if we either violated 
the right of petitioners, or turned them, unheard, 
scornfully from our doors. 

1. The people assembled peaceably. Did we 
violate that right? 

2. They petitioned for the redress of real or 
imaginary grievances. Did we prevent that? 

3. They sent them to their own selected agents. 
Did we prevent that? 

4. That agent brought them within these halls, 
and presented them to this House. Did we pre- 
vent that? 

What next did that agent do? He rose up in 
his place, and, when all eyes were turned upon 


| him, and all ears open to his voice, he informed 
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this House who they were, what they complained 
of, how they reasoned on the subject, and what 
redress they prayed for. These are the facta. The 
record proves them, and gentlemen know them, 

Now, the question is, have we cloven down the 
right of petition? 
ers with scorn from our doors? 
not. We have heard them by their own selected 
agent. They did not come themselves—they 
came by their agent. We received that agent. 
He ipthe for them, and made known to us their 
prayer. The moment their .prayer was heard 


No, we have 


} 
| 
j 
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petitioners at his heels. Under that resolution 
the cry was raised, Now is the time#the doors 
of Congress stand wide open; put all your ma- 


} 


| chinery in motion; bring out your candidates— | 
| men that will not vote fora slavehdlding Speaker | 
Have we driven the petition- || 


—men that will be safe to trust on the commit- 


| tees—men who will be able in debate to espouse | 


and sustain our cause; if those who have be- 


| friended us thus far will not go further—if he of | 


| Massachusetts—if Slade and Clark and Gates 


| shall falter in their course, down with them; 
|| everything for our cause, and nothing for our 


their right of petition was perfected. Their right | 


was to petition—our duty was to hear. When 
we did hear them, through their agent, their right 
was ended. All after that was our right. To 
decide at once, or to go through the tedious for- 
malities of legislation, was for us to determine. 
Under the 2Ist rule we decided promptly—at 
once—what these gentlemen vearly all say we 
ought finally to have done. Let me explain all 
thisby a domestic illustration which none can fail 
to understand, The mother, with ber darling 
child, buried as she may be in her ordinary pur- 
suits, is yet bound to hear all the complaints of 
that thild: the child has a right to be heard. But 
being heard, what next? If the request be un- 
reasonable or impossible, she may answer prompt- 
ly, **no.”’ If she be doubtful, she may answer, 
**] will consider of it,’’ or, * I will tell you by- 
and-by.’’ Ina case like this, whatever the child 
might think of the impatience or unkindness of 
the decision, it could never say, ** my parent re- 
fused to hear me.’’ This is the 2lst rule, and 
this the practice under it, which has been so much 
misrepresented and misunderstood, 

Gentlemen may tell me that the fact of its be- 
ing so much misunderstood is a ground for its 
abandonment. Why, then, was not a rule re- 
ported clearing up this misconception, by declar- 
ing on its face that these petitions should be re- 
ceived, but going no further? Why did not the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Bearpsey] pro- 
pose to go that fay? And because that was all 
the right of petition could require, why did he not 
stop there? Stopping there, the South, if not sat- 
isfied, would yet have been safe—safe in the en- 
joyment of herconstitutional rights, and perhaps 
safe from the fires of insurrection. Stopping 
there, too, the people of the North would have 
been safe in the enjoyment of their constitutional 
right of petition; and more than this, the Demo- 
cratic North would have been safe from the im- 
putation of her enemies, that she sought the alli- 
ance or the propitiation of the abolitionary fanat- 
icism of the day. 

What do gentlemen tell us in favor of the total 
abandonment of this rule? Why, they tell us 
that it is the most effectual way to put down abo- 
lition. They had as well tell us that the best way 
to save a city is to pull down all her fortifications; 
that the surest way to repel invasion is to sur- 
render all the mountain passes and strongholds 
where you might overcome theenemy. Putdown 
the Abolitionists by granting four out of five of 
the very things they ask for: first, they ask you 
to receive their petitions; second, to refer them; 
third, to report on them; fourth, to let them be 
debated; and fifth, to abolish the institution of 
slavery. 

These are the five things asked for, and the 
argument is, to put them down by granting four 
out of five of them. 

Why referthem? Doyoudoubt? No. Why 
report on thems Do you mean to pass them? 
No. Why debate them? Why, you say that 
you are all of one mind, Why, then, all this 
round of legislative formality ? Is it done in hy- 
pocrisy? I will not say it, nor think it. Is it 
done to propitiate, by showing respect to the Ab- 
olitionists? I will not shew it, because I do not 
feel it. 

But I have one conclusive and irresistible argu- 
ment to show that this is not the way to put down 
the Abolitionists; you have tried it. On the same 
speech which was made by the gentleman from 
New York, (if not word for word, certaihly on 
the same arguments,) the Pinckney resolutions 
were passed. ‘The petitions were received; they 
were referred, and reported upon in the most 
dignified and respectful manner. Did this satisty 
Abolitionists, or allay excitement? No; the very 
next session the gentleman from Massachusetts 
eame walking into this Hal] with fifty thousand 


| fire-bell at night. 





men. . 
This, sir, was the abolition cry, and we were 
| forced to retrace our steps—to resort to the Ather- 
ton resolutions; from them we were forced to the 
2ist rule; and now we are told we must surren- 

| der all. 

I wish now to tell the gentlemen of the North 
| why we of the South are so much opposed to 
| referring these petitions. 
| report; if you report, you must debate; if you 
| debate, you annually question our title. 


our property. 


become valueless, and the owner ready to surren- 
der it forever? It will keep the South in perpet- 
ual excitement. And lastly, you kindle the fires 
of insurrection. The words of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, uttered here, have often 
fallen on the ears of the South like the toll of the 


derstand what is going on in the South. 


to read with our children, under a relaxation 


| prompted by the noblest humamity; hence our 


annual debates here could not fail to be known to 
them there. The address of the Abolitionists to 
their masters is there—the address of the Aboli- 
tionists to themselves is there; they are read by 
the flickering light of a midnight fire. They are 
told, in the latter address, not to kill, not to shed 


r innocent blood, but to take horses and money and 
| clothes, and whatever else may facilitate their 
| escape, and flee to the free States, where friends 
| are waiting to conduct them to Canada. But what 
| they may do I know not, when they shall read 
| (as read they will) the celebrated Pittsburg letter. 
| There a new idea is presented. 


Little does the gentleman, perhaps, know what 
mischief may flow from that address. ‘* He be- 


in whatever way, he was for it.’? Where did he 
get that idea from? Not from the Abolitionists, 
for they only said, steal and fly! Did he get it 


| from the bloody scene of San Domingo, where || 
| they shed the blood of a sleeping infant, and stuck 
| a pole through its yet warm and quivering body, 


and under that standard marched, with the torch 


| in one hand and the sword in the other? 


These ar@some of the consequences which 
prompt me earnestly to appeal to the true and 
sincere friends of the Constitution to let this report 
go back to the committee. Let the whole com- 


| mittee be present, and perhaps they may report 
| back to us the 2]st rule. 
| do so, 


I think they ought to 
[ will vote for it again, as | have often 
done before. But if they will not, then let them 


| report some modificatian of the rule, which will 


put the right of petition out of all cavil and dis- 
pute, But if they will do neither of these; if they 
still persist in not only receiving, but referring, 


_ reporting. and debating these petitions, then I say 


let the South knowit at once. Let her know her 
true friends, and who are her false and deceitful 
ones. Let her know the worst, and prepare for 
the worst, . 

Mr. SAUNDERS rose and asked if the morn- 
ing hour had not expired ? 

The SPEAKER replied that there was still one 
minute unexpired. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked if he would not be 
entitled to the floor when this subject again came 
up? 

The SPEAKER aaid, though the morning hour 
had now expired, the gentleman’s hour had not. 

Some eonversation ensued between Mr. AD- 


AMS, «he SPEAKER, Mr. SAUNDERS, and |) 


others. 
| Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the House go 
| into Committee of the Whole; which was agreed 
| to. 


If you refer, you must | 


This | 
| must finally diminish, if not destroy, the value of | 
An annual suit for a tract of land | 
| —suit after suit—is brought; will not the land 


Gentlemen surely do not un- | 
Hun- | 


| dreds and thousands of our slaves have learned 








| REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Winrnrop in the chair ) 
and took up the pending motion to refer that por. 
tion of the President’s message which refers to 
western lakes and rivers, to the Committee 9 
Commerce, with the amendment thereon. 

Mr. FICKLIN said it was impossible for him 
to tell what would be the ultimate action of the 
Congress of the United States on the subject now 
before the committee. There was one tliing, how. 

| ever, certain: that they of the West felt a dee 
| and an abiding interest in the question, and wery 
| anxious to have it referred to a committee of jts 
| friends. They thought that a committee comine 
| from the West—a committee which felt an inter- 
est in everything that concerned the West—q 
| committee that felt themselves bound to investi. 
| gate this subject narrowly—would be more likely 
to present it before the House and the country in 
a light to do it justice. He was aware that ingj- 
viduals residing in the interior of ‘portions of he 
older States—States that were not directly inter. 
| ested in this question—did not feel a great deal of 
interest with respect to the result of the action of 
Congress upon it; but in the West it was other. 
wise. 

With the permission of the committee, he 
| would read some few passages from the message 
of the President presented at the opening of the 

present session, before he proceeded with his 
| remarks. 

The President, among other things, said: 

‘In the mean time, the country has been steadily ad- 
| vancing in all that coutributes to national greatness. The 
| tide of population continues unbrokenly to flow into the 
| new States and Territories, where a refuge is fouid not 

only for our native-born fellow-citizens, but for emigrants 
| from all parts of the civilized world, who come amon us 
to partake of the blessings of our free institutions, an to 
| aid, by their labor, to swell the current.of our wealth and 
power. ’ 

*‘ It is due to every consideration of public policy that the 

| lakes and rivers of the West should receive all such atten- 
tion at the hands of Congress as the Constitution will enable 
| itto bestow. Works in favorable and proper situations on 
| the lakes would be found to be as indispensably necessary, 
in case of war, to carry on safe and successful naval opera 
lions, as fortifications on the Atlantic sea board. The ap- 
| propriation made by the last Congress for the improvement 
| of the navigation of the Mississippi river, has been dili- 
gently and efficiently applied. 
| The honorable gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Barnarp] arraigned the President for call- 


n 


|| ing the attention of Congress to the western lakes, 
lieved the abolition of slavery would be effected | 
| in some way, either peaceably or by blood; but 


and to the western rivers, and not calling the at- 
tention of Congress to the Hudson river, and 
| others of that kind. Now, as that gentleman, in 
| rising to make his speech on that subject, said he 
| did not rise to disparage the western rivers and 
lakes, so he said he did not rise on this occasion 
| to disparage the Hudson rfver. Whatever fame 
| it possessed, he was willing it should remain in 
| full force; but he did think the President stood 
| justified in the recommendation he had made; be- 
cause, between the majestic Mississippi and the 
| Hudson river, there was but little comparison. 

The President had his thanks for the recommend- 
| ation he had made, and he knew, he would have 
| the thanks of the people of the West, ofall par- 
| ties and all distinctions, for the justice he had 
| done to the western rivers and western lakes in 
his message to Congress. The people of the 

whole valley of the Mississippi felt that their 

rights had been allowed too long to slumber; they 
| felt that they had not been regarded by Congress; 

they felt that millions had been lavished on the 
| sea-board, and on the Navy and Army, on forti- 


|| fications, on light-houses, and on improvements 


| on the eastern portions of this continent; but that 
| nothing, or comparatively nothing, had been ex- 
| pended for the improvement of the western waters. 

_ He was pleased when this debate commenced 
| some weeks since. He was pleased to find that 
'his honorable friend from the Accomac district 
| of Virginia, [Mr. le honorable chairman 

of this committee, [Mr. Wivturop,] the honora- 
| ble gentleman from the Charleston district, [Mr. 
| Hotmes,] and other gentlemen who had debated 
| this subject, had manifested a spirit of liberality 
/towards the West. He saw a spirit of kindness 
in the House towards the West and western inter- 
ests, which he was proud to see manifested there; 
but he must be permitted to say that Boston and 
New York and Philadelphia and Baltimore, and, 
| indeed, every large town and every large city in 
this great nation, was interested, more or less 
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directly, in this question; for every facility afford- 
ed for the transportation of the products of the 
West on the western waters was as so much of 
a direct tax taken from the amount to be paid by 
the purchasers of that produce, whether they 
resided in Boston, in New York, in Charleston, 
or elsewhere. Every facility afforded to the peo- 
le of the West operated, indirectly at least, to 
the benefit of the people of all other portions of 
the country. They had been told that the west- | 
ern States had risen into importance. In the | 
eleven western States, the navigation of whose 
waters Was now engaging the attention of the 
House, the population have grown to eight million 
people, including the western portions of Penn- 
sylvania and Virginia. He held in bis hand a 
amphlet. memorial published after being adopted 
Ye a meeting of citizens of Ohio, which contained 
a large mass of statistics and other information 
on this subject; and from that document, he found 
that there was not only a large increase of popu- 
lation, but of commerce also, to the amount of 


250,000,000. The increase was unparalleled in | 
any country on the face of the globe. They were || 


told yesterday, by one gentleman from NewYork, 
that, for the last ten years, more than half of the 
whole revenue of this nation had been collected 
in the city of New York. And suppose it had: 
he would ask that gentleman who paid that rev- 
enue? Was it nota political axiom that could not 
be disputed, that the consumer ultimately paid the 
tax on importations? He would ask if the eleven 


States which were directly interested in the navi- || 
ation of these western waters, including portions | 


of the States of Pennsylvania and Virginia, did 
not pay half, or more than half, of the current 
revenue of this Government? 

He asserted that half, if not more than half of 
the revenues of the country were paid by the peo- 
ple west of the Alleghany mountains; and if that 
were the case, did it not follow, as a matter of 


course, that half of the expenditures of those rev- | 


enues should be made west of the Alleghany 
mountains? But was that the fact? Wasa hun- 
dredth part, or a thousandth part, of those reve- 
nues spent in the western country? When they 
came to look over this broad and wide-extended 
country, they would find that the sea-board of the 
eastern States was studded with light-houses ; 
they would find some seven navy-yards, and five 
of them nearly together; they would find fortifi- 
cations and arsenals and hospitals, andall within 
the compass of a few hundred miles round the 
capital of thisGovernment. They would find that 
the treasures of this nation were poured out like 
water to sustain these expensive establishments; 
they would find millions and millions of dollars 
thus annually expended, while scarcely a dollar 
was expended on the West. They would find, 
by the appropriations asked for this year, that 
they amounted to some thirty-two million dollars 
for the Army, the Navy, the academy at West 
Point, and other purposes; while the amount pro- 
posed to be expended on the West was exceed- 
ingly light. Were they not, then, justified in 
asking for a select committee to consider the rec- 
ommendation in the President’s message? They 
thought that navy-yards, fortifications, and ar- 
senals should be established on the western waters 
as well as in the eastern country; they thought 


"= 


<a a 
| secure their vessels. If they wanted a vessel re- 





paired, it must be sent either to the Chesapeake, 
or to New York or Philadelphia. Suppose there 
was an attempt to block up the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi: in what kind of predicament would this 
country be? Why, the people of the eleven States 
of whom he had been speaking would be in the | 
| most helpless condition in the world. It was well 
| known to them all that the enemy might take pos- 
| session of the mouth of the Mississippi, and it 
| would be impossible to repel it. 
| Ashe had observed before, he did not rise to | 
| attack the Hudson river, or, indeed, any other 
| river in this country. There was one view of that 


1 


| Hudson river that was interesting to the people 
Albany, there was the Hudson river; from Al- 


| Hudson river and the Erie canal were continued 


| by the Wabash and Erie canal; and the Wabash 


river would opon the communication, when it was 
| improved, directly to the city of New Orleans. 





| one in this House. It was now completed to La- 
| fayette, in Indiana, and was rapidly progressing 
| to Terre Haute. Could, then, the people of Illi- 
| nois or of Indiana look without interest on any 
| portion of this great line of internal communica- 

tion? 
| But they were told by the gentleman from the 
| Albany district of New York that this country 
| Must eat its own provisions, that we could not 
find a foreign market for the surplus products of 
the western States. If this were a truth, it wasa 
| melancholy one for the people of the West; be- 
| cause, in the single State of Indiana, or Illinois, 
| they could raise grain, pork, and beef enough to 
feed the whole universal Yankee nation—to feed 
| the whole country east of the Alleghany mount- 
ains. People would have to exercise their appe- 
tites, and be able to eata barrel of pork ata single 
sitting, and to eat six meals a day at that. [Laugh- 

| ter. } 
We must seek a foreign market; we must sup- 
ply England, Asia, Africa, and the islands of the 


|| ocean, with our surplus breadstuffs, or else we 


must commence in the West with manufactures. 


|| Every man must make his own clothing while 


he is raising provisions. ‘The people of the North 
_and West, while raising breadstuffs, must carry 
| on manufactures. The gentleman to whom he 
alluded was in possession of much information 
| upon the subject, and he might, therefore, be cor- 
rect in what he had stated; but he could not be- 
lieve it, nor did the people of the West believe it. 


At all events, they wanted atrial; and if upon | 


| that trial they failed to secure their object, all that 
cou'? be said was, they were deceived in their 
expectations. 
With regard to the drain which the gentleman 
| had said was made upon the people of the North, 
half the revenue of this country was collected 
north of the city of New York. It does net, 
therefore, follow that the revenue was drained 
from the people of New York. It came from 
every portion of the Union. Like the dew of 
| Heaven, it was spread over the whole country. 
3ut there was one drain, and a large one, upon 
the people, not of the East, but of the new States. 
|| [t was well known to the House that the General 


| of the western country. From New York city to | 


bany to Buffalo, there was the Erie canal. The | 


| The Wabash and Erie canal was known to every | 


that, while light-houses were built and maintained || Government was a large landholder in the new 


tures were going on so.Javishly in that portion of | the Government, its value is carried into the Treas- 
the country, something should be done inthe way | ury. Within the last fiscal year $2,500,000 had 
of fortifications at the mouth of the Mississippi || been drained from the new States. This was a 
river; and they thought the Dry Tortugasshould || drain for which there was no return whatever. 
be improved, and that the great inlet and outlet | Altogether the new States had paid into the Treas- 
to the commerce of that portion of the country || ury of this Union $113,000,000—an unceasing 
should be secured to this Government before it || drain upon the purses of the people, for which 
was too late. They thought that the twelve thou- || there was no return; and the people were bound, 
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regard to this proposition—the improvement of 
the West. Where they had a great national ob- 


ject in view—an object which did no violence to 


the Constitution of the United States—they asked 
only for that justice which had been meted out to 
older States in times gone by. They asked it as 
a matter of right and justice, that, as the older 
States had their improvements in times past—as 
they had been set up in house-keeping, and got 
fairly under way, that provision should now be 
made for the new States. The way in which he 
wanted this appropriation made was this: first, if 


|| it were found that the Navy Department had too 


many persons quartered upon the peace establish- 
ment—oflicers who-were rendering no service to 
the Government—they should be cast loose, and 
left to provide, by labor, for themselves. To re- 
tain them, was incompatible with the genius of 
our free institutions. This Government should 
not have pensioners upon its bounty; and he 
would apply the same rule to the War Depart- 
ment. Persons drawing their pay, and doing 
nothing for it, except haunting the hotel, feeding 
upon the best of dinners, and drinking the choicest 
wines, should be turned loose, and their pay ap- 
propriated to more useful purposes. If they found 
there was danger of converting this city, for in- 
stance, into a great lazaretto, oralms-house, where 
such useless people congregate, to be supported 
out of the labor of the producer, and at the ex- 
pense of the Government—fluttering about the 
Executive Mansion like moths about a candle— 


let them be driven out, and the money appropri- 


| ated to more valuable purposes. 


He was con- 


| vinced that there could be a sufficient fund pro- 
|| vided in this way to give aid to the West. Gen- 
| tlemen from all parts of this Union must feel an 


j 


interest in the improvement of the western waters, 
It was suggested that they would require $8,000,- 
000; butif they could obtain $800,000, he thought 
it would be sufficient for present purposes; and, 
if they could not get even that, they would con- 
sent to take the half of it. All that they wanted 


| was something: like fair play. One word in regard 


to the Mississippi and her two thousand miles of 
navigation, ‘There was no other stream within 
this country to be compared with it. It was not 
the river of the West, but emphatically the river 
of this country. It was well remarited by an elo- 
‘quent Irish orator, speaking of Washington, that 
he belonged to no country, that he was a citizen 
of the universe. Such an expression might be 
applied, with equal truth, to this mighty river. 
It was not the river of Mississippi, Missouri, 


| Louisiana, Arkansas, or Kentucky; it was the 


sand miles of navigation, and the eight million || so long as the Government continues to be a land- | 


of the people west of the Alleghany mountains, || jobber, to have a depreciated currency. There 
should not be left in that exposed condition, with- | must necessarily be a scarcity of money amongst 
out having a navy-yard, a dock-yard, fortifica- | them; because, so fast as it comes to their _con- 
tions, light-houses, and every other thing of the | trol, it passes directly into the land offices. View 
kind that was needed. j ‘| the matter in any light they please, there was no 
He then recapitulated the products of the west- | pa in any portion of the Union who were so 
ern country, to show its importance, and the ne- || heavily assessed as those of the new States— 
cessity for the protection they demanded; and || those States in which the General Government 
said, notwithstanding all this productive wealth, | was the proprietor of the public domain, 
they had no beacon light-houses blazing on the He did not propose to enter into any bargains 
western waters; they had no cannon to protect | upon this matter; he did not propose, nor, as far 
their commerce; they had no navy-yard for the | as he knew, did any western member intend to 
building of ships; hey had no fortifications to | enter into any coalition or entangling alliances in 











river of the whole United States. The poorest 
easant in the British dominions might claim an 
interest in the Mississippi. There was not an 
inhabitant upon the globe who might not be in 
some way benefited by it, by the reduction of the 
prices of breadstuffs occasioned by the facilities 


| offered to commerce by that noble river. 


He did not propose to detain the committee 


' longer than to say briefly what he had intended 
| to say when he rose, in order that he might be 
| distinctly understood in regard to the system of 


internal improvement which he had prescribed to 
himself, and in which he believed he was second- 
ed by all, or nearly all, of his colleagues, and the 
western members generally. They did not in- 


| tend to go into any general system, or to revive 
on the eastern shores; that, while the expendi- | States, and that, for every acre which passes from | 


the exploded one of internal improvements by the 
General Government. Nor did they ask for any- 
thing which had not been received by the States, 
They did not ask that more should be done for 


| them than had been done for others under similar 


circumstances. Justice was all they asked; and 
justice would satisfy them. 

Mr. RATHBUN obtained the floor; but a de- 

| sire to adjourn being manifested by many mem- 
bers, he moved that the committee rise, 

The committee rose, and reported that they 
had come to no resolution upon the question be- 
fore them. 

On motion of Mr. REDING, the House ad- 
journed. 





The following notices of petitions presented to-day were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Jane Bearn, praying 
the passage of a law allowing her a pension. 

Also, the petition of Jotm Roberts and others, in support 
of the petition ‘of Jane Bearn. 

By Mr. BELSER: Tie petition of Barrett Brewer, a rev- 
olutionary pensioner, praying a change in his pension as i 
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now stands; which v 
olutionary Pensions 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of a large number of the 
inhabitants of Greenport, on Long Island, praying for the 
paseage of an act to reduce the rates of postage, and more 
effectually to restrain the abuses of the franking privilege ; 
winch was referred to the Commitice on the Post Office 
and Post Roads 

By Mr. DODGE: The petition of the inhebitants of the 
county of Racine, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress 
for an appropriation for a harbor at the mouth of Root 
river, town of Racine, in said Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GREEN, of New York: The memorial of Gen- 
eral Hugh W. Dobbin, of Geneva, New York, an officer ia 
the last war, asking for compensation 

Also, the petition of the citizens of the towns of Wolcott, 
and Butler, Wayne county, New York, asking for a mail 
route from Baldwinsville, in the county of Onondaga, to the 
village of Wolcott, in the county of Wayne. 

Aleo, the petition of the citizens of Palmyra, in the connty 
of Wayne, New York, asking for a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. BLACK, of Pennsvivania: The petition of 
Thomas ©. Miller for damages, tor a violation of a contract 
by the United States, relative to an ore bank near Harper's 
Ferry, in the State of Virginia; which was referred, to 
gether with the papers on the files of the House, and addi- 
thonal testimony, to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Travis Phillips and six 
hundred and six others, citizens of Indiana, praying for the 
armed ocenpation of Oregon. 

By Me. BUPPINGTON : The petition of citizens of Phil- 
adeiphia, praying Congress to make an appropriation forthe 
construction of a dry dock at the navy-yard at that port. 

By Mr. PRATT: The petiuon of Alvin Bushnell and 
fifty « there, for a new mail route from Prattsville, through 
Lexington, Westkill, and Bushnelisville, to Shandaker,New 
York; which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Irena Marshals ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. LYON: The memorial of a committee of the cit- 
izens of the city of Detroit, in favor of the construction of 
a ship canal around the rapids of St. Mary’s river, near the 
foot of Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. ANDERSON withdrew from the files of the Clerk’s 
office the petition of William N. Maver, of Westchester 
county, New York; and the same was referred to the Com- | 
mittee of Claims. } 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The memorial of the Common 
Council of the city of Monroe, Michigan, for an appropria 


TH 


Pensions. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from 
sundry @itizens of Heard county, Georgia, ask- 
ing for the establishment of a post office at Ben- 
netisville, in said county; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SEVIER presented documents in relation 
to the claim of George Duval, a Cherokee, pray- 
ing indemnity for depredations committed on his 


ndian Affairs. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
Lydia Baker, the widow of Wiiliam Baker, of 
the revolutionary war, asking for a continuance 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


on 


prope which was referred to the Committee | 
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Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial | 


from sundry citizens of Mystic, New London 
county, Connecticut, asking for a reduction of the 
rates of postage, and the abolition of the franking 
privilege; and aiso asking thatthe rates may be 
made to conform to the Federal coin; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from Wil- 
liam Wynn, of the county of Lafayette, Arkan- 
sas, asking for the correction of an error in an 
act of Congress of the 17th May, 1842, granting 
him a rightof preémption to certain lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a petition from 
George Dennison and many others, citizens of 
Newark, Ohio, praying for such a modification 
of the post office law as will correct the abuse of 
the franking privilege, and will afford a separate 


mode of conveying packages, such as pamphlets, 


} 
ion to complete the harbor at that place ; which was re- i] 
| 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On leave, withdrew from the files the claim of Nancy 
Agnew, for property destroyed by the Indians during the 
last war. ' 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvurspay, January 11, 1844. 


Mr. CHOATE presented a petition from the 
widow of Albert E. Downes, deceased, late an* 


books, &c.; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on 


| Printing, reported favorably to the printing of 
| certain reports, petitions, &c.; which was con- 


officer commanding the schooner Grampus, pray- || 


ing the passage of an act for her relief; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. C. remarked, that it was with great reluct- 
ance that he asked to be excused from service on 
a committee; but as he had been placed on two, 
he must ask to be excused from serving on the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The time of meet- 
ing of that committee was such as to render it 
impossible for him to attend. 

The question was put, and he was excused. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the President 
pro tempore was empowered to appoint another 
member to fill the vacancy thus created. 


Mr. WRIGHT observed, that there had been 
placed in his hand a memorial, with a request 
that he would present it to the Senate, from Ha- 
mar Blannerhasset, in behalf of himself and Jo- 
seph L. Blannerhasset, praying indemnity for 
injuries and for losses of property of their father, 
in 1806, inconseguence of hisarreston the ground 
of connection with Aaron Burr. In connection 
with this petition, was a report of the Committee 
on Claims of the last Congress on the subject, 
made on the memorial of Mrs. Blannerhasset. 
She died pending the claim before the Committee 
on Claims of this body. A report, however, was 
drawn up and introduced in favor of the claim; 
but, in consequence of her death, the question 
was discharged. He felfit his duty to say that, 
asa member of that committee at that time, he 
was by no means prepared to adopt that report. 
He moved the reference*of the memorial to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. W. also presented the petition of Deborah 
Childs, the widow of Abraham Childs, deceased, 
late of New York, praying to be placed on the 
pension roll for the revolutionary services of her 
husband. Mr. W. said she did not happen to 
get married so soon as the Ist of January, 1794; 
he therefore supposed the case did not come 
within the law 


curred in by the Senate. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the petition 


of George Davenport, praying to be confirmed in || 


a certain tract of land, reported a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading, and, with the report accompanying, to 
be printed. E 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Committee of 


| Claims was discharged from the further consid- 


| 


eration of the petiuon of the heirs of General 
William Eaton for services in the Tripolitan war; 
and it was referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the 
representatives of Colonel Francis Vigo be taken from the 
files, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the documents touch- 
ing the claim of Roads & Austin, contractors for 
carrying the mail from New Orleans to Mobile, 
were ordered to be taken from the files, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. 


_up for consideration; but was, on the motion of || 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill to 


surrender to the States of Missouri and Arkansas 
alternate sections of certain public lands reported 


not worth the expenses of survey, for the purpose || 


of increasing the value of other public domain; 


which was twice read, and referred to the Com- || 


mittee on Public Lands. 
IRA DAY. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the resolution 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, for the indefinite postponement of the 
claim of Ira Day, was taken up and concurred in 
by the Senate. 


BENJAMIN CRAWFORD. 


|| a correspondence with the Secretary, it ne gee 
, 








a a one 


J anuary 1 1, 


was referred tothe Committee onRev- || ‘The petition was referred to the Committee on | sions in the cases of Joseph Veazey, John Bos. 


worth, and the widow of Jacob Rennington, Were 
concurred in, 


GEORGE HARRISON. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the vote of 
the Senate concurring in the report of the Com. 
mittee of Claims, adverse to the claim of George 
Harrison, was reconsidered, and the subject wag 
recommitted to that committee. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


Mr. BENTON submitted a resolution, which 
was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in. 
form the Senate whether anything was accomplished to. 
wards settling the title to the Pea Patch Island un ler the 
| joint resolution of March 3, 1889; and if nothing was ac- 


complished under said resolution, that the Senate be jn- 
formed of the reasons which prevented it. 


Mr. B. asked for its consideration. then, as he 

| presumed there could be no objection to it, 

| Mr. CLAYTON remarked that he could give 
the necessary information, though he had no ob. 

jection to the adoption of the resolution. From 


that the Attorney General, as directed, had 
| brought a suit against the State of Delaware in 
| the circuit court of the United States. Notice 
was given to the parties and their counsel to de- 
fend. They did not appear, and let judgment go 
by default. 
| Mr. BENTON said he much preferred to have 
| the facts of the case in a definite form. They had 
agents here, for several years previous to thatact, 
pressing action upon the subject; and he wished to 
| know, officially and definitely, what had been 
done under it. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he wotld like to have 
the inquiry extended a little further. He was 
| under the impression that lately an act of Con- 
| gress was passed directing the Attorney General 
to investigate the title. That the late Attorney 
General (Mr. Legare) undertook the subject, he 
knew; and he would like to have the opinion 
formed by him. He would like further to be in- 
formed whether New Jersey has ever ceded ju- 
risdiction over this land to the United States. He 
had been informed out of doors that Delaware 
had ceded jurisdiction and title, and claims that 
| New Jersey has not jurisdiction, but that the isl- 

and is within her borders. If she has not yet 
| ceded jurisdiction, he would like to be informed. 
He wanted the information in an authentic form, 
and from an authentic source; for upon such in- 
formation his opinion would be formed. He then 
| proposed thie following as an amendment to the 
resolution: 

1. That he also communicate the opinion of the late At- 
| torney General upon the title of the United States to the Pea 
Paich Island. if he gave one. 

2. That he also inform the Senate whether New Jersey 
| has ceded to the United States jurisdiction over the said 
| island, and at what time. If no such cession of jurisdiction 
| has ever been made, that he will inform the Senate whether 


application has at any time been made to New Jersey for 
such cession, and when. 


Mr. DAYTON said the information could be 
given in full without going to the Department of 
War for it. He did not wish to interpose any 
objection to the resolution or amendment, but 
would barely suggest to the Senator from North 
| Carolina so to modify it as to make it read ‘‘a 
| copy” of any opinion of the Attorney General 
| which may have been given. It now reads “the 
opinion” he has given. If he would thus modify 


|, it, he would interpose no objection to the resolu- 


The adverse report of the Committee on Indian | 
_ Affairs on the claim of Benjamin Crawford, came 


Mr. SEVIER, laid on the table for the present. 


JOSEPH VEAZEY AND OTHERS. 
The adverse report of the Committee on Pen 


i 


j 


—¥ 


tion, trusting that there would be no unnecessary 
delay. He may have given an opinion, though 
not In writing; therefore, it could only be a copy. 
Mr. HAYWOOD said that, if such was the 
object of the modification, he could not accept it. 
| If he gave an opinion not in writing, it would not 
_ be acceptable to him. 
The question was 
and it was adopted. 
was then agreed to. 


PUBLIC REVENUE. 
| Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 


ut upon the amendment; 
The resolution as amended 


_ tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether any, and if any what, further 
provisions are necessary to give effect to the act of Con- 
gress of the 13th of August, 184], entitled **An act to repeal 
| an act entitled ‘An act to provide.tor the collection, safe- 
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keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue,’ 
and to provide for the punishment of embezzlers of public 
money, and for other purposes.”’ | 


DEFENSE OF THE COAST OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. KING remarked that the exposed situa- 
tion of the Territory of Florida rendered it neces- 


Congress to the subject. The whole coast of 
Florida was without a fortification; and if any | 
Senator would turn his eyes to the map, he would | 
see how vastly important it was that some points | 
on that coast should be put in a state of defense, | 

| 


sary, at an early period, to call the attention of 


in case any difficulty should arise between this | 
and any other country. The products of the | 
whole region of the West have to pass out along | 
the gulf coast, almost into the grasp of another 
Power. The commerce carried on with the great | 
West will be thus exposed to plunder, unless 
there was some point in which the shipping could 


far as could be, what communication could be | 
made through the peninsula of Florida, so as to | 
supersede the necessity, by this channel, of the 
roduce of the whole West passing round the 
gulf coasto get into the Atlantic, and thus sub- 
jecting it to exposure, and to a contact with the 
fleet of a foreign Power, which, in time of war, 
might be stationed in the gulf. The greater por- 
tion of the commerce of the country has to pass 
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ies 


questing him to come on and take charge of the | sumed; and, sir, by every day’s delay of the ship, 


| ship. He did so. On his arrival at New York, 


the ship’s papers, which are usually kept in atin 
case, were handed over to him, and he, suppos- 
ing that they were all right—that everything 
which the law required, either of the owners or 
collector of the port, had been fully complied 
with, went on board his ship and immediately set 
sail. . 

It seemed that Captain Kennard had no occa- | 
sion to examine, and did not examine, the pa- 
pers, or at least the certificate of registry, until | 
June, 1842, when, clearing the ship at the port of | 
New Orleans, it was discovered for the first time | 
that the change of masters was not indorsed upon 
the certificate of registry by the collector of the 
port of New York, as the law required, upon 
the suggestion of the owners. For this omission 


| the law subjected the master to a fine of $100. 
seek protection. It was desirable to ascertain, as | 


The provisions of law were clear; the facts were 
undisputed; and those facts could constitute no 
legal defense to a prosecution. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he submitted voluntarily to the de- 
mand of the collector, and paid him $100. Soon 
afterwards this sum was, in the language of the 
law, ‘* distributed;’’ that is, one half was divided 
between the collector, naval officer, and surveyor, 
and the other half paid into the Treasury of the 
United States; and it is for the restoration of this 





round the Florida coast; and it seemed to him, 
after expending so much elsewhere to protect the 
property and the commerce of the country, that 
they should not overlook a point which was more 
defenseless, and as important to be defended, as | 
any other part of our coast. It was simply with | 
that view that he wished to call the attention of 
Congress and of the country to the subject, in 
order to have a knowledge of the best way in 
which the vast commerce of ‘that region may be 
protected, and security given to the property 
there. He then submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- | 
municate to the Senate the correspondence with General | 
Worth and other officers, relative to fortifying the keys and 
islands around Cape Florida, and for connecting the waters 
of the river Matanzas and the Musquito Lagoon with In- 
dian river, at the harborin East Florida; and, also, to com- 
municate such further information, including plats and sur- 
veys, as may be in the possession of the Department, rela- 
tive to the construction ofa railroad across the peninsula of 
Florida, with an estimate of what would be the probable 
cost of connegting the waters of the rivers alluded to, and | 


of coustracting the railroad with the aid of troops stationed | 


in Florida. 





The question was put on the resolution, by 
general consent; and it was adopted. 


EDWARD KENNARD. 


The bill entitled ** An act for the relief of Ed- | 
ward Kennard’’ was taken up on its third read- | 


ing. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD remarked that it had been 
suggested to him that, inasmuch as he presented 
the petition upon which this bill was founded, 
and the bill being in accordance with the prayer 
of the petition, it was his duty to support the bill. 
But he said he recognized no such obligation. He 
admitted it to be his duty to present any and all 
petitions that any of his constituents saw fit to 
intrust to him for that purpose, and, by a proper 
reference, to secure to them an opportunity for a 
fair examination of the merits of their regpective 
cases; after which he felt himself entirely at lib- 
erty to support or oppose a report of the commit- 
tee, according to his own views of what was right. 
This remark he made not merely in reference to 


this case; but because he believed erroneous no- | 
tions were prevailing abroad upon this subject. | 
He wished, therefore, if his remark should find | 


its way to the public through the newspapers, it 
would be seen how his services and vote could 
not be commanded. His support of this bill, 
therefore, was not founded upon any such obli- 
gation, but upon his belief that it was right and 
ust. 
: What are the facts inthe case? In July, 1840, 
the ship Pactolus, commanded by a Captain Hard- 
ing, and owned by citizens of Maine, was then 
lying at the port of New York, ready for sea. 
aptain Harding, changing his intention and be- 
ing desirous of leaving the ship, the owners, who, 
he believed, were then at New York, sent to 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, the place of resi- 
dence of the petitiongr, Captain Kennard, re- 


half that the present bill is reported, on the ground 
that the infraction of law was wholly uninten- 
tional. And he submitted whether it was not 
right and just to restore it? 
When this bill was up a few days since, it 
was insisted by the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Haywoop,] that it was wrong in principle. 
It appeared to him to be entirely otherwise. If 
it was right that one who willfully and with crim- 
inal intent violated the law of the land should be 
punished, it was also right that one who violated 
the law unintentionally and without criminal in- 
tent, should be pardoned. This principle is in- 
corporated into the Constitution. It is among 
the powers bestowed upon the President. It is 
to be found in the constitutions of all the States; 
it runs through our whole penal system; it is as 


old as the government of God. Emanating from | 


such a source, it cannot be wrong. 
It is certainly introducing no new principle 


into the legislation of Congress. On running his || 


eye through the books, he found numerous pre- 
cedents—many of the cases being almost identi- 
cal with this. 

But it is urged by the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Haywoop] that it is wrong in prin- 
ciple to entertain this question, inasmuch as the 


law has provided another remedy, which the | 


petitioner was bound to pursue. What is that 
remedy? Why, this, sir: ina case like this the 
law provides that application may be made to the 
judge of the district court of the United States, 


thorized in a summary way to take testimony in 
the case, and to report the same to the Secretary 


deem it to be right, to remit the fine. 

| Now, the first,and perhaps sufficient answer to 
this is, that it is too late for the petitioner to avail 
himself of that remedy. The money has been 
|| paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
is beyond the control of the Secretary. The Con- 
stitution provides that §*no money shall be drawn 
from the Treasury, except in consequence of ap- 
propriations made by law.’’ Let the case be then 





as it may upon the report of See 
never so strong features of accident and want of 
intentional wrong, the Secretary has no power to 
afford a remedy. 

But, in addition to this view, he thought the 
remedy provided was entirely impracticable. Just 
recur to the facts. The defect was not discovered, 
it will be observed, until the ship was on the eve 
of sailing. It was on the clearance of the ship that 
the want of the collector’s indorsement on the 
certificate of registry was first discovered. It is 
probable, then, that in order for this petitioner to 
avail himself of the provisions of this law, the 
ship would necessarily have been detained in port, 
though all ready for sea. And supposing that the 
district judge was willing to put aside any busi- 
ness then in hand, or before the court, if then in 
session, and devote himself at’once to this appli- 
>| cation; still some time must necessarily be con- 


in the district where the fine accrues, who is au- | 


of the Treasury, who is empowered, should he | 


a greater loss would be incurred than the fine 
itself. But consider further, sir, that the wit- 
nesses upon whom the petitioner would probably 
rely to show his innocence in the matter, were 
then residing in Maine and New York, and that 
the quarter would end on the 30th of that month, 


| when the collector would be obliged to pay the 


fine into the Treasury, and thereby place it beyond 
the control of the Secretary for the purposes of 
that law; and who, under the circumstances, will 
say it was reasonable to expect Captain Kennard 
| to delay the sailing of his ship one hour to pursue 
such a remedy? 
But it is said that the captain in this case was 
| unfit for his office, being ignorant of the law as 
applying to his duties; and the old principle is 
invoked, that ‘* ignorance of the law excuses no 
one.”” Sir, this could with much more propriety 
be urged in a legal prosecution than in the halls 
of legislation. But, sir, this captain, who is 
highly intelligent, and one of the first in his class, 
places his claim on no such foundation. He no- 
where admits that he was ignorant of the law. On 
the contrary, he avows his knowledge of the law, 
and avers that he believed all its requirements 
were fulfilled by the owners and the collector. 
That is, that the change of masters had been re- 
ported to the collector by the awner, and the fact 
indorsed on the certificate of registry by the col- 
lector. 
3ut the bill is further opposed, on the ground 
| that the violation of law in this case was through 
| the willful negligence of the captain. How this 
| position is consistent with the other—that it was 
/ committed through ignorance—is not for me to 
show. He denied, however, that there was any- 
| thing willfully wrong on the part either of the 
| captain or owners. What object could they have? 
Men do not act without a motive. If they were 
| American citizens, as he averred them to be, then 
|| they had no fact to conceal in order to obtain the 
|| privileges rightfully attaching to American ships; 
| for the sole object of the law is to confine these 
| privileges to vessels both owned and commanded 
| by American citizens. Being American citizens, 
they had no inducement to avoid a compliance 
|| with the requirements of the law. The fee to be 
paid to the collector for the indorsement is one 
dollar. Can any mortal suppose, that to avoid 
|| the payment of this petty fee, they would incur 
|| the risk, he might say certainty, of paying sub- 
|| sequently, and at no distant period, a hundred dol- 
lars? for it was a matter that must sooner or later 
be known. The register must, some time or other 
be surrendered at the custom-house; and then, the 
omission being discovered, the fine would inevi- 
_tably have to be paid. IT am persuaded that even 
| the honorable Senator from North Carolina, on 
|| further reflection, will be satisfied that there could 
'| have been nothing willfully wrong in any of these 
parties. 
3ut perhaps, Mr. President, I have said more 
than was necessary—probably I have. But, hav- 
ing been a piece of a sailor myself when a boy, I 
| cannot help feeling a deep interest in whatever 
concerns them. And no class of men, sir, are 
| more deserving our sympathy and regard. No 
class of men are exposed to greater perils, endure 
|| more fatigue, suffer more hardships, labor more 
|| severely for their pittance of wages, or show more 
| true generosity and philanthropy in expending 
|| those wages, than sailors. The technicalities of 
'| law they know nothing about. Unwary and un- 
|| Suspecting, they are too often a prey for the vile 
| and rapacious land-shark. The hard earnings of 
|| years often slip through their fingers in as man 
| days;and not unfrequently through their too lib- 
| eral indulgence of the better, nobler feelings of 
|| our nature. If, sir, the object of the law was to 
|| set a trap to ensnare the poor sailor and supply 
|| the wants of the Treasury by petty exactions 
|| from his hard earnings, then this bill ought not 
|| to pass. But, if the whole object of the law has 
|| been attained, the-master and owners being Amer- 
} ican citizens, and the violation of the law was 
| wholly unintentional and without any design 
} 
| 


| 
j 


| 


whatever to defraud the Treasury, then I trust 
the bill will pass. 
|| Mr. HAYWOOD said the amount involved in 
this bill was of no importance; it was the princi- 
|| ple involved which made it a matter of some im- 


|| portance. He wished to satisfy his own con- 
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science, without regard to sympathy for the 
individual. The individual commanded nothing 
of his sympathy, except what belonged to him as 
a legislator. The are involved was, whether 
they would take from the Treasury money to 
relieve an individual who had committed an ad- 
mitted and palpable violation of the law of the 
land—a law known to exist, and the provisions 
of which were understood. According to his un- 
derstanding of the matter, it was for a willful 
omission of duty, and not corrupt, that the law 
imposed the penalty. Ifa man is bound by law 
to'do a duty, and he knows that duty and fails 
to do it, he commits an act, which, in the mean- 
ing of the law, subjects him to the penalty of it. 
Such was his case. The principle involved is 
an important one, whether there was a precedent 
or noprecedent. If the precedent was disregard - 
ed by the rejection of the bill, the consequence 
would be a great saving of money—monev which 
belonged to the hospital fund. The law provides 
that these penalties shall be exacted for the ben- 
efit of the Joosenial saslor who served his country 
till he could serve it no longer. Congress, how- 
ever, nas provided the remedy in cases of this 
kind. He could, by application to the district 
judge, and by giving notice to the district attor- 
ney, have procured a remission of the fine, if the 
facts of the case warrant dit. The Secretary of 
the Treasury has the power to remit the penalty. 
He whose property is forfeited to the country by 
omission, or neglect of duty, was not entitled to 
sympathy. The payment of the forfeiture was 
an admission of his guilt. There was a tribunal 
organized, before which the party aggrieved could 
rove a statement of facts, and obtain redress. 
But gentlemen say that the money cannot be 
taken from the Treasury, unless by special law. 
Jecause money cannot be taken from the Treas- 
ury except by Jaw for that purpose, is no reason 
a law should be annulled, or rendered impracti- 
cable. Let this individual make his proof to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, through the proper 
channel, as required by the law; and if that officer 
would furnish a certificate of the remission of 
the fine, an appropriation could then be made to 
cover the amount. It was not proper to pass 
such a bill, unless the petitioner set forth in his 
petition the reason why he did not apply to the 
Secretary, or do as the law directed. He did not 
deny that there were precedents to justify the 
passage of the law. There are plenty of them. 
But we should not follow precedents when they 
are improper. That the Senate had the power 
to pass this bill, he did not deny. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON had already endeavored 
to give an explanation of the grounds on which 
the committee reported the bill. He again went 
into a history of the case. The vessel was ready 
for sea; she cleared; the former master declined 
going, and this captain took charge of the vessel 
and sailed, without reflecting that he had not in- 
dorsed his name on the register. If it was right, 
under any circumstances, for Congress to inter- 
fere, this was a case which demanded their inter- 
ference. Power, it is true, is given to the Secre- 
tary to remit the fine; but the circumstances in 
which the captain was placed—being in a foreign 
port—rendered it impracticable for him to comply 
with the law. He submitted whether, under the 
circumstances, it would not have cost the captain 
more by delay, and by going through the process 
to prevent the fine, than by paying ut. The gen- 
tleeman from North Carolina suggests that this 
penalty goes to the navy hospital fund. He did 
not understand that it did. If it does, the com- 
mittee have come to the conclusion, th t, though 
the party in the bill committed a violauon of the 
law, it wasnotan intentional violation,and should 
be indemnified. The case is so plain, that we 
have been told by the Secretary, that if the facts 
had been laid before him at the proper time he 
would have refunded the money. Buty/the cap- 
tain was prev8nted from complying with the law, 
and now asks relicf at the hands of Congress. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed—ayes twenty-four, noes not counted, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate pro- 

ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


and after some time spent therein, adjourned till 
Monday next 





| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvurspar, January 11, 1844. 

The Journal having been read and approved, 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, moved that the 
rules be suspended, for the purpose of receiving 
from the standing committees of the House such 
reports as would give rise to no debate; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The standing committees were then severall 


called on by the Speaker for reports, and the fol- 
lowing were made: 


| , laims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Jéseph Kimball}. 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com, 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. V. also, from the same committee, made 
an unfavorable report on the petition of Samye| 
Fuller. 

On motion of Mr. V., the Committee of Claims 


|| was discharged from the further consideration of 
| the petitions of the heirs of William Arnold and 
| of Jacob Snyder; and the first was referred to 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, from the Committee || 
on Commerce, to which had been referred the | 


petition of William Neilson, praying compensa- 
tion for extra services, made an adverse report 
thereon; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
petition of the heirs of Eiihu Hall Bay, moved 


that the committee be discharged from the further | 
consideration thereof, and that the same be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
which was agreed to. 


the Committee on Private Land Claims, and the 
second to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, reported a bill to 
grant a pension to Isaac Plumer; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

He also made various adverse reports. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF and some other gen. 
tleman made various adverse reports. 


Mr. J. BRINKERHOFP, from the Committee 


| on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 


Mr. REDING, from the Committee on Public | 


Expenditures, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
lay before the House the expenditures of the Florida equad- 
ron, whilst under the command of Lieutenant John T’. 
MeLaugiilin ; and the settlement of his accounts as purser 
for the sane squadron; and the amount of hospital and 
medical stores furnished before sailing ; and the amount, 
and the items of the accounts, for other medical and hos- 
pital stores furnished by him while in command of the 


of Jonathan Bean;.which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole. 
Also, a bill for the relief of William Glover, 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, from the 


| Committee for the District of Columbia, reported 


a bill for the benefit of the Howard Institution of 


| the city of Washington; which was read twice 


Florida squadron ; the number of men, and the length of || 


service, under his command; the amount of money paid 
him as a purser or lieutenant commanding, or while acting 
in any other capacity, during the time of his acting in that 
service ; whether he presented any accounts, and for what 
suin beyond his pay as lieutenant-commanding; and the 
decisions thereon, and the amount actually paid him, if 


| any, beyond his regular pay, and by whom allowed. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed, 
further, to lay before this House any charge or charges of 
msconduct made against the said Lieutenant Jobn T. Mc- 


|} Laughlin whilst in command of the Florida expedition, and 


all papers connected therewith, and the disposition made 
of thein by the Department; and that the said Secretary be 
directed to lay before the House the proceedings of the 
court-martial which tried Lieutenant Robert Tansil, of the 


United States Marine Corps, and all papers connected with 
the same. 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, from the Committee | 


on Private Land Claims, to which the subject had 


been referred, reported a bill todirect the issuing of | 


patents for confirmed land claims in the State of 
Louisiana, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 


| Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, from the same 
committee, made a favorable report on the peti- 
tion of John McLaughlin, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read twice, and referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House, and or- | 


dered to be printed. 
Mr. POTTER, from the same committee, to 


which the subject had been referred, reported a | 


bill to authorize the entry of certain lands occu- 


pied by branch pilots and others at the port of | 


New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; which || 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the peti- | 
tion of T. S. Woodman; and the committee was || 


discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which the subject had been re- 
ferred by a resolution of the House, reported a 


bill for the relief of the widows and orphans of | 


the officers, seamen, and marines, of the late Uni- 
ted States schooner Grampus; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
HLouse, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RODNEY, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


Jane McGuire, widow of Thomas McGuire; | 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Rev- | 


olutionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of Phebe Abel, widow of Alexander 
Terrence; Obadiah Newcomb, John C. Budd, Let- 


tis Pond, Huldah Sarton, E. Kellog, Susan Ald- | 


rich, widow of Gustavus Aldrich; Susannah Car- 
penter, and Reuben Taylor. 


and committed to the Committee of the Whole, 
and, together with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 


| District of Columbia, made a report on a petition 


of citizens of Lockport, in the State of New York, 


| for a revision of the laws of the District of Co- 





lumbia. The committee reported that they had 
examined the petitions, and were unanimously 
of opinion that it was of a class of papers the re- 
ception of which was prohibited by the 25th rule 


| of the House; they therefore recommended the 


adoption of the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 


return the petition above referred to, to the gentleman who 
presented it. 


On this resolution, he moved the previous ques- 
tion; but (Mr. Apams rising at this moment) if 


| the gentleman who presented it desired it, the pe- 


tition might be read. * 
_Mr. ADAMS asked for the reading of the pe- 
tition. 

The Clerk read it accordingly; and it appeared 


| to be a long argument against the continuance of 


any laws sanctioning slavery in the District of 


| Columbia, and to pray for a revision of such 


laws. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, moved that the 
petition and report be laid on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that would be a recep- 
tion by the House, and he hoped it would not 
prevail. 

Mr. ADAMS replied, that the petition had been 
received. 


The SPEAKER said the question was not de- 


_batable. The question was on the motion of the 


gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewrt.] 


The question was put, but the Speaker was not 
able to decide. 


Mr. CAMPBELL called for the yeas and nays, 


and they were ordered. 


1 
| 


After some observations from Mr. ADAMS 
and others, 

Mr. CAMPRELL inquired whether, under the 
rules, without the adoption of his resolution, such 
a petition would not go back to the gentleman 
who presented it? 

Mr. ADAMS replied that the petition had 
been received, and referred to a committee. 

The SPEAKER said all debate was out of or- 
der. He then directed the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired if it was too late to 
ask for a division of the question, so that the vote 
should be taken first on laying on the table, and 
next on the printing? and was answered that it 
was too late. 

The roll was then called, and the result was— 
yeas 51, nays 118; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Beardsley, James 
Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, 


|| £ranston, Richard D. Davis, Digkey, Dunlap, Ellis, Fior- 
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ence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hub- 
bell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Jounson, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, McClelland, Mcll- 
yaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, 
phanix, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Rodney, Rogers, Sam- 
pie, Severance, Albert Smith, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- 
‘jeter, Vinton, White, Williams, and Winthrop—5l. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Benton, Bid- 
jack, Edward J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bos- 
sier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. 
Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Au- 
gustus 





Dillingham, Douglas, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Fish, Foster, French, Gilmer, Byram Green, Grider, Ham- 
jin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 


Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, || 


Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McCauslen, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Mathews, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, 
Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David 8. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saun- 


ders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, | 


simpson, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, 
Thomasson, ‘Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth,Wheaton, Wil- 
kins, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—118. 


So the motion was negatived. 
Mr. ADAMS moved that the report be printed, 


and made the order of the day for this day 
week. 


The SPEAKER observed that the previous 


question had been demanded upon the motion for | 


the prereee of the resolution. 
Mr. 


for oP purpose of avoiding debate. 

The 
been demanded, and the question is not debat- 
able. 


Mr. ADAMS. Well, sir, I move, then, that | 


the report be laid upon the table, without the 
motion to print. I move that the report of the 
committee be laid upon the table; and my object 
in making this motion is to avoid discussion. 


The SPEAKER, The subject is not debat- | 


able; and a motion having just been made to la 
the subject on the table, the Chair does not think 
itis in order to repeat that motion now. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not the same motion, sir. 
The former motion was to lay the report and 
petition upon the table, and to print them. My 
motion is simply to lay the report upon the table. 

The SPEAKER, It was in the power of the 
gentleman to move a division of the question. 


Mr. ADAMS. Well, if the Speaker will sup- 


press all debate, I say it is an insult to me; and | 
| 


— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of 
order, 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The petition was not pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CampBELL was called to order. 


Mr. GIDDINGS rose to a question of order; | 


and, in order that he might be understood by the 


House and the Chair, he would state his point | 


of order as distinctly and in as few words as 
possible. The petition which had been read 
simply prays—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


bia alone, without anything which can be con- 
strued to come within the terms of the 2ist rule. 
lt prays for no abolition of slavery 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Has the gentleman the 





right to go on and make an argument upon the 


subject ? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. 
ment. I am not going to debate the question. I 
am only stating the facts of the case. The prayer 
of the petition is simply for the repeal of certain 
laws within the District of Columbia. It had been 
before the House, and had been considered by 
the House, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia—— 

Mr. BELSER desired to make an inquiry; 
which was, whether the gentleman who presented 
the petition had stated to the Chair precisely what 
the contents of the petition were? 

[Cries of ** Order!’’ ‘* Order!’’} , 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would be happy to 
reply to the gentleman. He had stated precisely 
what the petition contained. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


DAMS said he had voted for the prop- || 
osition to lay the whole subject upon the table | 


PEAKER. The previous question has | 


I am proceeding to do so, 
as briefly as I can. The petition simply prays a. 
repeal of the laws Within the District of Colum- | 


I am not making an argu- 


‘| The SPEAKER observed that this debate was 


altogether irregular; and the gentleman must con- 
fine himself to his point of order. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he was progressing as 
| fast as he could. 
| -Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, rose to a question of 
| order. He would ask that the gentleman be re- 
| quired to reduce to writing his point of order. He 
| hoped the Chair would sustain him in his demand, 


A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, 1] for the purpose of preventing argument. 


Dana, John W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Dickinson, | 


| The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman 
| had no right to require the point of order to be 
| submitted in writing. 


| Mr.GIDDINGS proceeded to state that, by the | 


| rules of this House, a committee was bound to 
report upon the prayer of a petition which had 
| been referred to them; but, in this case, they had 
set aside the prayer of the petition, and had given 
their views regarding the rules of the House. The 
subject of the rules was not referred to them at 
all; and this attempt on the part of the committee 
| to change the order of business was a violation of 
order. This was his point of order. 
The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to inquire of the 
| Chair by what theans a petition of this character 
had been imposed upon the House; for it was 
_ evident (he said) that some deception had been 
| practiced. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. J will state, if the Chair 
please. I presented this petition some days since, 


there was a long preamble attached to the peti- 
tion; but that the prayer of the petition was sim- 


| trict. 


of the true character of the petition ? 

The SPEAKER said the Chair had no distinct 
recollection of anything which occurred in refer- 
ence to this petition. The Chair was not under 
the impression, however, that the statement of 
the gentleman warranted the fhference that the 
contents of the petition would interfere with the 
rule. 

Mr. GIDDINGS observed, that if the gentle- 
man from Tennessee had listened to the state- 
ment which he had made to the House upon pre- 
| senting the petition, he would have been apprised 


|| of its contents; for he had stated the contents 


specifically, and he therefore stood before the 
a as having discharged his duty. He could 
not be expected to find ears for the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACK called upon the Speaker to en- 
force order. 


| Upon seconding the demand for the previous 


| question, the vote was taken by tellers; and re- 
! sulted—ayes 83, noes 36. 


|| The demand for the previous question being 
thus decided in the affirmative, the main question 


tion—was then put. 
The yeas and nays being ordered, were taken, 
and resulted—yeas 116, nays 60; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob 
Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. 
Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Catlin, Reuben 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Cobb, 
Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dean, De- 
oa Dellet, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Fick- 
lin, French, Gilmer, Willis Green, Byram Green, Hamlin, 
| Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, 
Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, 
Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. 


H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, 
John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, 
Stephens, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Summers, 


—v 





| ward, and Yost—116. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Barnard, Brodhead, Jeremiah 
| Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Clingman, Collamer, Crans- 
ton, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, Fish, Fior- 
ence, Foot, Foster, Frick, Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, Har- 
|| din, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
|| Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel 
| 
i} 


P. King, Leonard, McCleliand, Mclivaine, Edward J. Mor- | 


ris, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Pat- 
terson, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Charles M. Reed, Rodney, 
Rogers, Sample, Severance, Albert Smith, Thomasson, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—60. 


—which was upon the adoption of the resolu-- 
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Mr. M. BROWN introduced a bill to divide the 


¢ United States into two military districts; which 


and stated at the time, in express terms, that || 


was read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 
REPORT ON THE RULES. 
| The call for reports having been gone through 
with— 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the report of the select com- 
mittee on the rules on which the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Ruert) had the floor 

Mr. RHETT said he rose for the purpose of 
discussing the right of petition, which he had 
heard described as a great inalienable and consti- 
tutional right; and, in doing so, he did not sup- 
pose that what he equld say, or what could be 
said by others, would at all atlect the decision of 
the House, or prevent the 25th rule from being 
rescinded. He had no doubt that it would be re- 
scinded; and not from any hope of saving it, but 
froma regard to those members of the Democratic 
party who had hitherto acted with southern mem- 
bers on this question, he now rose to vindicate 
the propriety of their course and the constitution- 
ality of their conduct. Ele had listened with the 
utmost attention to the prestnt debate, to learn 
what was meant by the right of petition. He had 
listened attentively to the gentleman from New 
York over the way, (Mr. Bearpsvey,] and he had 
listened to the gentleman from North Carolina on 


‘| his left, [Mr. Cuinaman,] to know what they 


ply for a revision of the laws within this Dis- || e conduct of th , 
: |} tition in itself, ?#f it was not to be of some substan- 
Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to be informed by i 

the Speaker whether he had had any knowledge || 


Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, | 
|| Relfe, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders,Senter, Thomas | 


Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wood- || 


| meant by the right of petition beiny infringed by 
the conduct of the House. The mere right of pe- 


tial benefit to the petitioners, was an absurdity. 
To suppose that the framers of the Constitution, if 
they intended the right of petition to exist, would 
leave such a subject in doubt, was a slander on 
| their wisdom. Some said that the right of peti- 

tion was violated by not receiving the petition. 

He asked if the right was violated in receiving 

the petition and then laying it on the table, with- 
out any further action on it? If not, where, then, 
was the use of receiving it at all? What practical 
difference was there between refusing to receive a 
petition, and the receiving it and laying it on the 
table? If they could lay it on the table without act- 
ing on it, and the right of petition consisted in the 
simple matter of receiving it, he contended that it 
was no right at all; they must go as far as the 
| gentleman from New York [Mr. Bearpsey] con- 
tends for; they must not only receive, but refer, 
consider, and report uponit. To talk aboutagreat 
constitutional right being involved in this matter, 
| compelled him to believe that, or that gentlemen 
must mean nonsense. If they meant that these 
| petitions must be received, referred, and reported 
on, they were not only in opposition to the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution, but to the Constitution 
itself, 

The right of petition was not disregarded in the 
Constitution. Those who made that instrument 
stated it in distinct terms. The first article of 
| the amendments declared that **Congress should 
| make no law respecting an establishment of re- 

ligion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or 
| abridging the freedom of speech or of the press; 
| or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, 

and to petition the Government for a redress of 
| grievances.’’ Looking at the various subjects of 
| this amendment, it would be found that they all 
| regarded the personal rights of the people. Take, 
for instance, the first clause: ‘* Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of re- 
ligion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”’ 
Here were personal rights secured ; and so on with 
the rest—such as the right of bearing arms in time 
of peace; the right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects; the 
right of the habeas corpus, &c. These were all 
| great personal rights of the people, which this 


| fundamental law declared should not be vivlated. 
|| Was it not true, that at the time the Constitution 

was framed, these rights had been violated? Had 
|. there not been impediments in the way of the 
| people peaceably assembling, under the laws of 
Great Britain, but a short time before? Why, the 
| riot act, as it was called, passed in the time of 
|| George II., (first passed in the time of Edward 
|| 1V.,in his minovity,and reénacted when the house 
4 of Hanover came to the throne of England,) was 
| in force but a short time before; and look at the 
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terms of that act. [Bere Mr. R. read the act, in || the petition came on this floor, who was to judge? 


substance, that if more than twenty persons as- 


command of —— justices of the peace, such con- 
tempt should be felony without benefit of clergy.] 
Now, here was a hinderance to the people from 
peaceably assembling; here was the power given 
to the justices of the peace of dispersing them, if 
more than twenty assembled; and if they did not 
immediately disperse, they were to be adjudged 
guilty of Rleny without benefit of clergy. Black- 
stone, in enumerating the powers of the King, 
enumerated this very riot act as one of the three 
principles by which the Crown of Great Britain 
obtained more power than the loss of the prerog- 
atives of the Stuarts amounted to. It was the re- 
membrance of this act, under which the people 
could not peaceably assemble to consider and pe- 
tition for a redress of grievances, which operated 
on the minds of the framers of the Constitution; 
and they determined that this evil, which then 


| These petitioners, or the rest of the Union, by 
sembled,and did notimmediatelydisperse upon the , 


the legislative body which had it created? To 


whem had the Constituiion given the power? 


‘All legislative powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress of the United States,’’ was 
its language. A gentleman came there and made 
a legislative motion; be moved that the Congress 
of the United States do a certain act—a legisla- 
tive act, not a personal act; not a personal privi- 
lege without that Hall, but a legislative act; he 


proposed a subject for legislation, and he claimed | 


the power to legislate on it on the spot, by say- 
ing what should be done. And was not thata 


usurpation of the powers of the Congress of the | 
| United States, and at war with the Constitution? 


If the power of dictation could begin, it could go 
on. But was this Government unlimited? He 
contended that it was limited by the Constitution, 


/and by the grants of power therein contained, 
and by its limitations of power. The Constitu- 


existed and now exists in Great Britain, should | tion said that each House might determine the 
not exist among a free people; and that no law | rules of its proceeding; not its powers, but its 
like this, which gave to the Crown one third of its || rules ees: That was the grant of power 


power, should ever be passed by Congress. 


|| to this 


ouse, and its limitations were legislative. 


That was not all the restrictions on their per- || But he went one step further, afd said that, in 


sonal rights under which the people of England 


only hindered from peaceably assembling, but 

they were hindered from petitioning. Inthe time | 
of Charlies II., it was enacted that no petition 

for any alteration in Church or State shall be pre- | 
sented unless signed by three justices of the peace 

and approved of by the grand jury of the county, 
or, if in London, by the lord mayor. Were not 
these violations of personal rights? and were they || 
not incompatible with the existence of liberty, 
such as was desired to exist on this side of the | 
Atiantic? Without the privileges taken away by | 
these acts, how could the people know what their || 
rights were? According to his view of the Con- 1 





the exercise of a sound discrimination as to its | 
then labored and tow labor, They were not || rights and powers, the House was bound to ad- || 
minister its power so as to promote the interests | 


of all, and, if possible, the injury of none. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ciineman] 
said the right of petition was like the right of 


'| prayer to the Deity, and that a man could pray 
| for what he pleased. 


|| gentleman, he believed that a man had not the 


With deference to that 


right to pray for what he pleased. God was in- 


finitely pure, wise, and just, and good; and a | 


man could not ask for what he pleased. 


Mr. CLINGMAN said he had stated that | 


whenever a petitioner honestly believed he was 
Jaboring under grievances which could be re- 


stitution, the design of our ancestors was to take moved, he had the right to petition, whether the 


away from the Congress of the United States for- | 
ever the power to pass such acts as the riot act, | 
or the act of Charles II., which he had just re- 
ferred to; and his view of the right of petition 
was, that it was a great personal privilege, se- | 
cured to the people by the Constitution of the 
United States. But then gentlemen asked him, | 
had not the people the right to present petitions | 
to the Congress of the United States? Certainly | 
they had. They had the right, and having rep- 
resentatives in every portion of the Union, the 
people, after peaceably assembling, might pre- | 
sent petitions to the State governments, to Con- | 
ress, and to the President of the United States. | 
$y their representatives they had the right to 
come here and be heard in this Hall. He would 
yield to none in the latitude to which he would 
extend the right. There ought to be an entire 
intercourse between the people and their repre- | 
sentatives in the Halls of Congress. But it was 
a very different thing after the people had come | 
into that Hall, and their petition was offered. | 
As soon as a member rose on the floor and of- | 
fered a petition, what was it? It was nothing | 
but an incipient act of legislation, not differing 
from a bill or resolution. Suppose a member 
rose with a bill in his hand to abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and offered it to the 
House: it went to the Speaker’s table, and was 
disposed of. Suppose he presented a resolution 
on the same subject: it took the same direction; 
and so did a petition. Were not all these incip- 
ient acts of legislation? They were no other, 
though the right of petition was exhausted as 
soon as it was presented. If you go further, 
and say that the petitioners’ will, and not that of || 
the House, shall prevail, why, you give the peti- 
tioners the legislative power. 
A petition came here with one hundred thou- 
sand signatures if they pleased; it was presented, 
and then how stood the matter? Whose judg- 
ment was to prevail with respect to these peti- 
tions? Had the petitioners power over the action 
of this House? Did the power of the petitioners 
terminate there, or go further? If it went fur- 
ther, did it not necessarily assume the power of 
the House? Did it not assume the whole power 
of legislation? If the petitioner could say “ you 
shall receive,’’ could he not say ** you shall re- 
fer,’’ “ you shall report?’’ and could he not also 
say ‘‘ you shall grant?’’ The principle was set- 
tled in the first stage. The question was, when 





prayer was granted or not. 


petitioner that he was laboring under a grievance, 


and that it could be removed—he was of opinion || 
that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. | 
Ruetr} would agree with him in the position | 


he had taken, whetlter the prayer were addressed 
to the Ruler of the universe, or to any other 
power. 


Mr. RHETT briefly replied, and then proceeded 


|| with his general argument; but he was only occa- | 
sionally heard, in consequence of the low tone of | 


voice in which he frequently spoke, and his ad- 


dressing himself to the part of the House which | 


was distant from the reporter’s desk. He was, 
however, understood to insist that, though the 


petitioners contended that their petitions were | 
constitutional, and within the limitation of pow- | 


ers granted to the Congress, they were, in fact, 
aimed at slavery in the States, over which Con- 


gress could exercise no power. He insisted that | 
it was unwise to temporize on the subject any | 


longer; for it served but to embolden the assail- 
ants of southern institutions. 


he hoped the South would maintain her integrity. 
But neither for the Constitution, nor for those 
who had gone before them, would they permit 
themselves to be degraded or surrender their 


| rights, Union or no Union. 


Mr. BIDLACK, after some preliminary observ- 


ations, said he had listened to the gentleman from | 
South Carolina with great attention, in the hope | 


that the gentleman’s arguments would determine 
him as to the course he should take on the ques- 


| tion before the committee; and he had risen now 
| for the purpose of making a public declaration of |} 
| his opinions, to avoid the necessity of either pri- || 


_ vate or public declarations hereafter. It was well 
| known by those with whom he had the pleasure 


to act during the last Congress, that he had uni- 


| formly voted in favor of this restrictive rule; and 
| he would continue to do so, if he could be con- 


} 


vinced that he could continue to have the appro- 
bation of his own conscience, and if it could have 
the undivided support of those who professed to 


| have the most interest in this question. Whether 


they had or not, judging from the shape in which 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Ruetr] 
put it, was questionable. Some would be very 








GLOBE. 


With the limitation | 
which he had mentioned—the honest belief of the | 


He believed a | 
spirit of dissatisfaction with this Union was grow- | 
ing deeper and deeper in some portions of this || 
Union; but whatever the consequence might be, | 
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| apt to suppose, from the arguments of the gen. 
tleman from South Carolina, that the existence of 
thid Republic was to depend on the decision of 
this question; and he thought the same inferenes 
| might be drawn from what was beginning to be 
said out of this House, through the public press 
of the country. He had this morning met with 
an article in a paper published in this city, jn 
which he found language very. similar to that 
| which they had just heard from the gentleman 
|| from South Carolina, 
{Mr. B. here read the article, which was un. 
_ derstood to have been published in the Specta. 
tor.] 

He wished to God that southern men, and 
northern men, had reflected upon the danger of 
| calling in question the future existence of this 
| Union. Would to God they could return to the 
| good old times in which—as had been represented 
to him by his venerable father, who was still liy. 
ing, and who served during seven years of the 
revolutionary struggle—it was considered sacri. 
legious even to advert to the possibility of a dis. 
|| union of the States which compose this glorious 
|| Republic. He trusted they would never see 
| **dissolution’’ written in mournful characters 
| upon the present monuments of our glory. He 
|| had risen on this occasion for the purpose of in- 
| voking gentlemen—if there was really such a 
| spirit abroad as had been represented by the gen- 
'| tleman from North Carolina, and as seemed to be 
| indicated by the closing remarks of the gentleman 
'| from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruetrr,]—to reform 
| that bitter spirit. Southern gentlemen had ex- 
pressed an unyielding determination to pursue the 
objects they have in view, and asimilar determ- 
ination had been expressed by gentlemen of the 
North. Unfortunately they had cotnected the 
question of abolition of slavery, about which there 
was but very little difference of opinion at the 
North, (at least in the section from which he 
came,) from the opinions entertained by the South 
with another question about which there would 
be much dispute, viz: the question as to the right 
of petition. He would advise gentlemen to dis- 
; connect the two questions, and leave the qui stion 
of abolition to stand out in all its black and na- 
tive deformity. He was clearly of opinion that 
the Abolitionists were drawing more close what 
they were pleased to term the shackles of slave- 
| ry; that they were not ameiiorating the condition 
| of the free men of color. And he was further of 
| opinion that, by adhering to the course they had 
prescribed to themselves, southern men were mul- 
tiplying Abolitionists, while those Abolitionists 
were effecting nothing towards ameliorating the 
condition of free men of color or of slaves. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
| hour had expired. 

Mr. BIDLACK asked if he would have leave 
to-morrow to continue his remarks; for he had 
been cut off in the middle of a sentence, and he 
did not know when it would end. [A laugh.] He 
would prefer to proceed now; and, if permitted, 
he would be as brief as possible. 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The House then resolved itself into Commitee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Winturop in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the reference of that 
portion of the President’s message relating to the 
|| improvement of the western waters. 
|| Mr. RATHBUN said the question had occu- 
pied a considerable time, and perhaps it had been 
sufficiently discussed already. Some revsons, 
however, had occurred to him during the progress 
of the discussion, against the reference of this 
| subject to a select committee, which he desired to 
' submit to the consideration of this committee. 
He was opposed to the reference of a mater of 
|| this kind to a select committee;, because, if they 
|| did so in this instance, they would be bound to 
'| do the same in the other cases. If they were to 
|| have a select committee for western rivers, by the 
|| same rule northern gentlemen would have aright 
to demand a select committee for objects of im- 
|| provement in the North; and instead of having & 
| united and thorough examination, by one com- 

mittee, of all these interests, they would have sec- 
tional interests, coming in collision, each striving 
to supersede the other. He was opposed to re- 





' ducing objects of national interest to questions of 


\|-a sectional or local character. 
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— 
When western gentlemen contended for its ref- 1 
erence to aselect committee, they greatly nfistook 
their true course. The moment they asked its || 
reference to a select committee, that moment they || 
arrayed against it all the strength of all other in- 
terests in the Union. With regard to the mag- 
nitude and importance of that section of the coun- 
try to which their proposed improvements espe- 
cially referred, and which had been so highly 
eulogized by gentlemen on that floor, he had only 
to say, he admitted its importance to the fullest 
extent. But it was not a local question; it wasa 
question of higher importance; it was a question 
of national importance; and the honor of exclu- 
sive interest in that great question must not be 
arrogated to themselves by gentlemen from the 
West; it was participated in by all who belonged || 
to the empire through which the great father of | 
rivers flowed. A gentleman Who had spoken | 
early upon this question, had complained to the | 
House that, for years past, justice had been de- | 
nied to the people of the West; and because jus- | 
tice had been denied them they were determined 
now to carve out for themselves such appropri- 
ations as they thought right and proper; and be- 
fore they would consent to receive that justice in 
connection with other portions of the Union they 
would postpone it for ten years longer; and then 
they would force the House to grant what the 
gentieman was now unwilling to receive by the 
assistance and liberality of gentlemen from other 
portions of the Union. Hedoubted whether the 
gentleman would find himself sustained in that 
position by his constituency. If they did really 
feel that they had been wronged, he thought they 
would hardly be willing to wait for ten years 
more to accommodate the gentleman. He thought 
they would prefer that justice should be done 
now by those who were willing and able to doit. 
But the gentleman, speaking of New York, had 
told them that, in comparison with the valley of 
the Mississippi, it was altogether insignificant; 
that he could put New York in.his breeches pocket; 
and as for the Hudson river, it was but a spring 
siream. Gentlemen from New York did not come 
here to be informed of the size of the Hudson 
river, nor of the comparative size of New York 
and the valley of the Mississippi; nor the rela- 
uve size of either to the gentleman’s breeches || 
pocket. It would’ be necessary, however, that | 
the gentleman should have a pretty large pocket, 
ss wellasy an empty one. It was no part of the 
duty of Representatives from New York to boast || 
of or eulogize the State they represent; it needed 
no eulogy; it would be enough to say, (what 
everybody must know already,) that the State 
of New York contains about one sixth part of 
the whole number of inhabitants of the Union; 
that she pays primarily more than one half of 
the revenue of this Government, derived from 
foreign commerce, and ultimatgly more than a 
sixth of that revenue. If an appropriation were 
made for the improvement of the western waters, | 
that State, which the ventleman talked about put- 
tng in his breeches pocket, would have to pay 
about a sixth part of the whole expenditure; and 
not only that, but of every appropriation that was || 
made, even the gentleman’s per diem and travel- || 
ing expenses. And was it not the manifest in- || 
terest of the State of New York that the waters || 
of the West should be improved ? 
But the gentleman from Indiana said that the |) 
West would help herself—that the East would |! 
not be permitted to come in and help her. Now, | 
| 
| 
| 











this was a position the gentleman had no right 
toassume; and it was not good policy fora west- 
ern man to take that ground. All the various 
parts of this Union were so intimately connected 
that the interests of one were the interests of all; 
and the East would as readily support western 
interests as herown. Mr. R. made a statement 
of the commerce and tonnage of New York em- 
ployed on the Hudson, and the lakes connected 
with it by the Erie canal, and compared it with 
that of New Orleans employed on-the Missis- 
sippi; not with the view of disparaging the latter, 
but to show the importance of the former, and 
the claim it had on the fostering care of the Gov- 
ernment. 

One of his colleagues remarked yesterday, that 
by the estimates, it appeared hes $8,000,000 
would be required for the improvement of the | 
western waters; and he was liberal enough to say | 
that if $15,000,000 were required, he was ready | 





borrow the money. He would not'do so. He 
had an utter abhorrence, in time of peace, to con- 
tracting a public debt, which must sooner or later 


| come on the backs of the people for liquidation, 


If he was correctly informed, we had already a 


public debt of $30,000,000, on which we pay 


$1,500,000 annually; and he would not consent 


to add to that $30,000,000 the sum of $15,000,000 | 


more, or any other sum. He would vote for no 
such appropriation; but he would tell western 
gentlemen what they might do; they might reduce 
the public expenditures; they might put a stop to 
much waste and profligate expenditure in the va- 
rious departments of this Government, and thus 
money might be spared to effect the western im- 
provements which were yequired. They might 
take a little from their own daily remuneration 


| for the same purposes. He was next proceeding | 
to speak of the operation of the tariff in its pro- || 
duction of revenue, when he was informed that || 


his hour had expired. 
Mr. THOMASSON,, in the course of some re- 


| marks which he offered, said, if he could have 


anticipated that such a debate would have sprung 
up on this subject, he would have been deterred 
from offering his resolution. He considered the 
debate almost useless on the mere question of ref- 
erence. He argued that the reference should be 


to a committee that understood the subject, and | 


had an interest in it; and, if the gentlemen who 
felt interested in the Hudson or any other river 
would bring forward their proposition in a dis- 


tinct shape, and make their case clear, it should 


have his support. On the Mississippi, however, 
there was need for immediate appropriations, to 
prevent the great destruction of property which 
was annually sacrificed, in consequence of the 
neglect with which it had been treated; and all 
they now asked was a committee, and afterwards 
for a free and unbiased vote; and he should vote 
in the same spirit for appropriations for other 
parts of the Union. 

Mr. TILDEN next obtained the floor; but he 
gave way for a motion to rise, and the committee 
accordingly rose, and reported progress. 


COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 


Mr.J.R. INGERSOLL said it had been usual | 


to grant the Colonization Society the use of the 


House of Representatives for its annual meeting; | 
he therefore moved that it be granted for the use | 


of that society on Tuesday evening next. 


The SPEAKER put the oe and there | 


were in the affirmative 64, and in the negative 18; 
which was less than a quorum. 

Tellers were demanded, but not ordered; and, 
without disposing of the motion, 

The House adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions, presented to-day, 
were handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 


By Mr. STEENROD: The petition of the citizens of |! 


Phillippa, Barbour county, Virginia, asking an increase of 
mail service ; which was referred to the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Sampson B. Lord and 
two thousand six hundred and forty others, citizens of 
Maine and New Hampshire, praying for the construction of 


a dry-dock at the navy-yard near Portsmouth, New Hamp- | 
shire ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 
By Mr. TYLER: The petition of William Madison and | 


others, praying for the erection ofa light-house at the mouth 
of Cattaraugus creek, New York, and for the prosecution 
of the unfinished works at that place. 


Also, the petition of Artemas Morton and others, praying | 


for the same. 


Also, the petition of A. R. Avery and others, praying for | 


the same. 


By Mr. C. M. REED: Two petitions from citizens of | 


Erie, praying an appropriation for continuing the public 


| work on the harbor at Erie, Pennsylvania. 
Also, the petition of Rev. O. B. Cail and other citizens, 


of Potter county, Pennsyivania, against the annexation of 


| Texas to the Union. ‘ 


| By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of A. Badolett and two 
hundred and seventy-three others, citizens of Lawrence 


| lands lying within the Palestine, Vincennes, and Shawnec- 


| town districts, for the improvement of the navigation of the 
| Wabash river, from Terre Haute (the terminus of the Wa- 
| bash and Erie canal) to its junction with the Ohio river ; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
| By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The petition of the mem- 
| 
| 
| 


| 
county, Illinois, praying a grant of a portion of the unsold 


bers of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wis- 


consin, and the citizens of Portage county, in said Terri- 
tory, asking Congress for an appropriation for surveying, 


marking, and working on a road from Port 





the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


| Also, a memorial of the citizens of Green county, Terri- 
| tory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appropriation for 


to vote that appropriation, even if they had to | 


to the Big 
Bull Falls, on the Wisconsin river; which was referred to 


- 


. 
a harbor at the town of Southport, in said Territory ; which 
Was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOYD: The proceedings of a meeting of the 
ciuizens of Paducah, Kentucky,in tavor of that town as the 
most suitable for the location of the national armory. 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of Francis Sommeraner, an 
invalid soldier, for a pension. 

By Mr. UARPER: The petition of J. C. Guthrie and sev- 
enty-four other citizens, of George Swingle and twenty-six 
other citizens, all of Muskingum county, Ohio, praying a 
reduction of the rates of postage; which was referred tothe 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of the same citizens, praying a reduc- 
tion of the expenses of the Government of the United States; 

| which was referred to the Committee on Retrenchment. 

By Mr. POTTER, of Ohio: The petition of Eliza Pick- 

| rell, administratrix of John Pickrell, deceased, for the pay- 
| ment of claims against tie Shawnee Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a petition from citizens of Williams county, Ohio, 
| praying for a reduction of the price of Congress lands in 
|| thatcounty ; which was referred to the Committee on Publie 
|| Lands. 
| Also, a petition from Charles Young, of Ohio, for a pen- 

sion as a soldier of the last war with Great Britain ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a resolution of the General Assembly of the State 

of Ohio, instructing the Senators, and requesting the Rep- 
| resentatives, from that State to use their influence to pro- 
| cure a repeal of the law of last winter, removing the sum- 
mer term of the United States circuit court from Columbus 
| to Cincinnati; which was referred to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING, of New York: The petition of the inhab- 

|| itants of New York, for a law to abolish the franking privi- 
| lege, and reduce the rates of postage. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, January 12, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
| On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the use 
| of the Hall was granted to the Colonization So- 


| ciety for the purpose of holding a meeting on 
|| Tuesday next. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. T. SMITH, the following 


resolution was adopted: 


Resolved, That the petition and papers of Benjamin 
Franklin, praying a pension as an ordinary seaman on board 
the United States frigate President, in the year 1801, be 
taken from the files of the House and referred to the Com- 
mittee ou Invalhd Pensions, together with a letter from 
Commodore James Barron in relation to the same subject. 


j 
| 


(| On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, the 
following resolution was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to communicate to this House any communication he 
may have received from the State of Indiana relative to the 
|| selection of lands for the continuation of the Wabash and 
|, Erie canal west of Lafayette, Indiana, with any correspond- 
ence on file on that subject. 


|| Mr. PHOENIX submitted the following reso- 
|| lution; which lies over one day, under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to 
| report to this House any information that may have been 
|| received at the Department of State in relation to the pros- 
| ecution of the contraband opium trade on the coast of China 
by vessels under the American flag ; also, if such trade has 
| been participated in, or countenanced by, any of the con- 
| sular or other agents of the United States. 
| And further, to communicate to this House if such in- 
structions have been given to the Minister, consular or 
other agents of the United States, as will be calculated to 
| aid the authorities of that country in suppressing a traflic so 
| justly obnoxious to the Chinese Government. 


On motion of Mr. SIMONS, it was 


Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed to 
examine into the subject of engraving, Jithographing, and 
printing of maps ordered by, or executed by order of, the 
Twenty-Sixth and Twenty-Sevepth Congresses, and report 

| the amount paid, and any frauds or collusions that may be 
|| discovered in execution of said work. 


Mr. WISE submitted the following resolution; 
which, after a brief conversation between him 
and Mr. C. JOHNSON, was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to report to this House a detailed statement of the expend- 
| itures for daily cost of the sick, per man, in each of the 
| naval hospitals and naval stations within the United States, 
| for the last ten years, with a-detailed statement of the ex 
penditures of the bureau of medicine and surgery since iis 
establishment up to the pfesent time, as well for the bureau 
itself, as for each of the hospitals and stations referred to, 
together with a statement in detail of all unpaid claims 
against said bureau of any nature or character whatsoever. 
And to report further, what contracts are in existence for 
{| supplying the Navy with butter and ecMeese, When and by 
whom they were made, and when they will terminate ; 
|| together with all the correspondence of the Secretary of 
| the Navy concerning them. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RELFE introduced the aah bilis; 
|| which were referred to the Committee on Private 
|; Land Claims: 

|} A bill to authorize the location of the land 
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claims of Antoine Vasquez and others, confirmed | Mr. McKAY moved their suspension. 


by the act of 4th July, 1836; and 


A bill to continue tn force the act for the final || 


adjustment of private land claims in Missouri, 
approved July, 1232. 

'Mr. JAMESON introduced the following bill, 
and moved its reference the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill to establish a permanent prospective pre- 
emption system in favor of actual settlers on the 
public lands. 

It was so referred. / 

Mr. SLIDELL introduced a bill to exempt 


to 


from duty cotton imported into the United States 


from Texas. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, in pursuance of notice here- 
tofore given, introduced a bill for the abolishment | 


of imprisonment for debt within the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. ADAMS inquired if this bill had been re- | 
ported by the Committee for the District of Co- || 


lumbia? 


Mr. TIBBATTS replied that the bill was intro- || 
duced by himself, and not reported by the com- || motion was carried. 
|| 


mittee, 
Mr. ADAMS again inquired whether it was 


committee ? 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied that he was indiffer- 
ent whether it went to that or the Committee on 
the Judiciary 

Mr. ADAMS again inquired whether this was 


the same bill which was before the House twenty | 


years ago, and which had been brought in by a 
gentleman from one of the slave States? 
Mr. TIBBATTS replied that it was not. 


After some further conversation, the bill was | 
referred to the Committee for the District of 


Columbia. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, on leave, also introduced a 
bill further to extend the time for locating mili- 
tary land warrants, and returning surveys there- 
on to the General Land Office; which was read 
twice, and referred. 

Mr. CROSS, in pursuance of notice given, and 
on leave, introduced a bill supplementary to the 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. ADAMS said there would be abundance 
of time to go into Committee of the Whole after 
the first order had been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the question 
was not debatable. 


Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 


| but the call not being seconded, they were not 


ordered. 
The question on the suspension of the rules 


|| was then put, and carried. 


The rules being suspended, the House then, | 


'on Mr. McKay’s motion, resolved itself into the || was denied tothem. Previous to that amendmen 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wiktys in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the said bill. 

Mr. McKAY explaiped the object of the bill, 
and sent to the Chair two communications from 
the Secretary of State; which were read by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. McK. having made a few additional re- 
marks in explanation of the bill, moved that the 
committee rise and report it to the House; which 


The bill was then, after being ordered to be 


|| engrossed, read the third time, and passed. 
the centleman’s intention to refer the bill to that 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


Mr. ADAMS having called for the orders of 
the day, . 

The SPEAKER announced the first business 
in order to be the report of the select committee 
on the rules; the question being on the motion of 
Mr. Dromcoo er to recommit the report. 

Mr. BIDLACK, who had the floor from yes- 
terday, said that he was, in favor of the recom- 
mitment of the report, but without instructions. 
He had not only heretofore uniformly voted in 


|| favor of rules of this description, but when mo- 


act entitled ‘* An actto settle the title to certain | 


tracts of land in Arkansas,’”’ approved August 1], 
1840; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. PRATT gave notice that he would, to- || 


morrow, or on some future day, introduce a bill 


to establish a branch mint in the city of New | 


York. 


Mr. P. also gave notice that he would, to-mor- | 


row, or on some future day, introduce a bill to 
alter the present naturalization law—for judges 
of county and district courts to grant certificates 


clerks of the county. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Indian Affairs, reported a bill ex 
treaty made with the Chippewa 
naw, January 23, 1838; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, reported Houge bill No. 10, 
the continuation of tlH® Cumberland road, and a 
bridge over the Ohio at Wheeling, recommending 


lanatory of the 


|| right; and if that constitutional right is refused, 


tee for | 


its passage, with the appropriations reduced to | 


$75,000 for the part of the road in each of the 
States of Indiana and Illinois, and $50,000 in Ohio; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MeKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill to supply a deficiency 


in the appropriation for the fiscal year ending the | 


30th June, 1844, for the rekef and protection of 
American seamen, and moved its reference to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY then moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union, for the purpose of taking up this 


bill for consideration. 
Mr. ADAMS called for the order of the day. 
The SPEAKER observed that the motion to 


Sita at Sagi- | that—Union or no Union—it must be resisted. 


tions to lay this whole subject on the table had 
been made, he had voted for them also. He had 
been willing to abide by the rules of the last 
House, as amended at this session, rather than 


_have this subject further agitated or discussed; 


and he regretted that he did not find more una- 
nimity among southern gentlemen upon motions 
to lay the whole subject upon the table. He was 


| anxious to avoid all discussion; but since the 


South, ora great portion of its members, appeared 
to be disposed to have this question discussed, he 


| thought it to be his duty to review the grounds 


on which, at the last Congress, he had gone with 
them in support of that rule. When he had the 


| honor of addressing the House yesterday, he ex- 


| This seemed to him to be what might be termed 


| they might be in their intentions, they had effected | 


| tutional action of the States by these abolition 
| movements, they were going on in the work of | 


| part of the question. 


go into Committee of the Whole could not be en- || 


tertained at this Ume without a suspension of the 
rules 


| we are told that we must receive these petitions; 
of naturalization, after filing a copy with the || 


|| the other hand, we hear a voice from the South, 
Mr. C. JOHNSON, from the Committee on || 


pressed his regret at the manner in which this 
subject had been discussed, and the manner in 
which these discussions had been spoken of out 
of doors, and in the public prints. In what po- 
sition do we find ourselves? Here from the North, 


that if we do not, we refuse a great constitutional 


it must result in a dissolution of the Union. On 


declaring that if these petitions are to be received, 
if the right of petition to this extent is admitted, 


Now, when such declarations were made by men 
of ultra feelings, what should be the proper course 
to be pursued ? Some were disposed to carry out 
their purposes, without any compromise, at the 
expense of the Union, while at the same time 
they professed the greatest love for the Union. 


killing the Constitution with kindness. 

He had said yesterday, that it was in view of 
this state of the case that all moderate men should 
pause, and endeavor to get the North and the 
South to meet on this question, and see if there || 
was no way in which this matter could be com- 
promised. He was going’ yesterday to say to the | 
Abolitionists of the North, that, however honest 


nothing in carrying them out. He was going to | 
say to them, that before they arrested the consti- 


emancipation; but he would not stop to argue that || 
He was about to observe, || 
also, that they had done nothing by their move- 

ments to ameliorate the condition or enlarge the || 
liberties or privileges of the free men of color. He || 


|| needed, on this point, only to refer to one fact, || 


| which happened in his own district. Since he’ 





| these abolition movements had created such a ro. 


| they 
| victe 
| Supreme Court fipon an appeal; but before. a de. 


| and sent him out of the county. 
| in order that the people of the South might know 


| 








ae 
had been in public life (and he was yet by; , 
young man) free men of color in his district si 
exercised the most enlarged privileges which ny 
freeman could enjoy; to wit, right of suffras, 
Yes, many men of color had he seen go to ;), 
polls in the town in which he resided, and depog 
their votes against him. 


1a 


He had doubted their 


right to do so; and they exercised their right ¢, 


vote against him for doubting their right; jy, 


action on that subject, that the constitution of his 
State was so amended that the right of suffrag, 


of the constitution, they exercised the right of 


| suffrage; and in some instances, where the judaos 


and inspectors of the elections refused it to them, 
rosecuted these officers, and the courts cop. 
them. The matter was carried up to the 


cision was finally had, it was settled by the amend. 
ment of the constitution he had just stated. Hp 
would not, however, stop to refer to any mor 
facts on this subject, his desire being principal y 
to have the ear of southern gentlemen on one 
point. He desired to have them understand, that 


though he had acted with them heretofore, it was 
not from any conviction that it was the best pol. 


icy; and experience had since convinced him that 
it was not. Previous to the adoption of the 2st 
rule, there was very little countenance given to 
abolition in the State of Pennsy!vania; and he 
might refer to abundant evidence in proof of that 
fact. Why, before that time there was, so faras 
he was informed, but one Abolitionist in the 
place in which he resided—he knew of no other 
—and that one was unable to make any converts, 
For the purpose of endeavoring to do so, he sent 
into a neighboring State for a celebrated lecturer 
on abolition; and when he arrived at the town in 


| which he resided, the people not only. refused to 


hear him, but provided for his passage in the stage 


He felt bound, 


the true state of feeling on the subject of abolition 
in his section of the country, to mention another 
fact, which, under other circumstances, he would 
be unwilling to refer to. They not only bundled 
this Abolitionist, unheard, out of the county, but 
the man who sent for him—a man of standing and 
influence in the county—was actually ridden 
through the streets, at midday, on a rail. 

But, as he said yesterday, this rule, which en- 
ables the Abolitionists to come under the cloak 
of the sacred right of petition, aided them more 
effectually than anything else in making converts. 

The abolition lecturers, under the pretense of 
a meeting called to hear the right of petition dis- 
cussed, lectured on the subject of the abolition of 


| slavery; and they were, by this means, making 
| many converts, which they would not otherwise 


be able to make; and unless this pretext was taken 


| from them by the repeal of the 2Ist rule, they 


would continue to increase the number of their 
followers. He Te had doubts of the propri- 
ety of this rule; and his doubts extended not only 


| to the merits of it, but to its expediency, as he 
| told southern gentlemen at the last Congress. He 


would not now, however, discuss the merits of 
the question as to the right of Congress to adopt 
this rule; his only object was to have the ear of 
southern gentlemen as to its expediency. He 
voted for it at the last Congress with some re- 
luctance; but voted for it because he was appealed 


' to by southern gentlemen to do so, on the ground 


that this was a subject on which they were all 
united, and that it was a subject the agitation of 
which was not only endangering their rights to 
the property secured to them by the Constitution, 
but was endangering the safety of those who sur- 


_ rounded their firesides. These appeals overcame 


his scruples, both as to the merits of the question 


| and as to the expediency of the measure; and he 


voted to sustain the rules as they stood. He had 
before observed that in the votes he then gave, he 
was not sustained by the united voice of the 
South; and he remarked that the subject was kept 
in agitation, and the motions of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts on the subject were frequent- 
ly supported, not only by the casting votes of & 
southern Speaker, but by the casting votes of 
southern members. It was these casting votes 
by which the subject was ket in agitation, and 
the time of the House taken up in excited and 
unprofitable discussion. 
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1844. 


r. WISE asked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to permit him to interrupt him fora 
moment. He felt called upon to make one re- 


park in relation to one of the gentleman’s obser- | 


yations. 3 é ‘ ”" 

Mr. BIDLACK (looking anxiously at the 
clock, his hour having nearly expired) said he 
would yield if the gentleman would not speak 
long. { Laughter. } 

Mr. WISE said the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania made some remarks which were — just 
and very proper. The gentléman had said that 
northern men who were willing to stand by and 

rotect the rights of the South on this question’ 
would continue to do so in one event, thatit was 


the southern members should be united among 
themselves. 
would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
state specifically who from the South had not 
ynited on this question? He made this request in 
order that it might not be suppgsed that he had 
not united and voted with the South on this ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BIDLACK would return the compliment 
of the gentleman from Virginia, by saying that 
his remarks were very sensible and his requests 
very reasonable; but he did not know that it would 
be parliamentary for him to refer by name to 


Mr. HARALSON asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to permit him to make an inquiry 
of him. He was desirous to do so, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania might do justice to 
the whole subject. He desired to ask who it was 
from the South that had abstained from the sup- 
port of the 23d rule? And what members from 
the South were ready to abolish that rule, except 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciine- 
MAN,] and perhaps one or two from Kentucky? 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would answer the gen- 


| tteman. Whena motion was made—and no longer 


ago than the day before yesterday—to lay this 
subject on the table, (and if they had done so he 


|| thought he was correct in saying that the House 
made a sine qua non—a condition precedent—that | 


members of the last Congress who were members | 


of the present, and had changed their ground on 
this subject. He would, however, remark that 
the gentleman from Virginia would find that there 
were some coming from his own State, Virginia; 
that there were others from Kentucky; and that 
there were others from North Carolina; and the 
gentleman from Virginia could ascertain who they 
were by a reference to the Journal of the House. 


He had hitherto taken a position on the subject | 


which he was willing to follow up; but the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ciineman] had 
assumed a position here which wasa perilous one 


would have continued to act under the rules as 


| amended at the commencement of the present 


He, approving of that sentiment, | 


Congress, with which he was disposed to think 
they would have got along very well; at all events, 
he should have been content to abide by them; 
and these rules contained the restrictive rule,) 
some southern gentlemen were in the majority, 
and he was in the minority. 

Mr. HARALSON was proceeding to make 
some observation; when 


Mr. BIDLACK remarked that he had but five 


| minutes of his time remaining, and he hoped the 


gentleman from Georgia would allow him to oc- 


it. 

Mr. HARALSON said he would only remark 
that the question on laying on the table was very 
different from a rescinding of the rule. 

Mr. BIDLACK said if the gentleman from 


| Georgia was ‘disposed to establish the restrictive 


rule, it could have been done by laying this whole 
subject on the table. By pursuing that course, 


| the restrictive rule would have been reéstab- 


/my 


tonorthern men. He was willing to stand up for- | 


the Constitution; he had always been disposed to || 


stand up for the Constitution; but he thought they 
had reason to complain of southern men on this 
subject. So long as he was told, on coming here, 
that a great portion of those gentlemen from the 
South who had not united with the other southern 
members on this subject were left at home, he 


lished. 

Mr. BLACK, of Georgia. Will the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania permit me to say why I did 
not vote to lay on the table? 1 am ready to give 
reasons. 

Mr. BIDLACK. The gentleman will have an 
opportunity hereafter. 

Mr. BLACK, of Georgia. 
I shall. 


I do not know that 
I think I can give a reason that will go 


| home to the gentleman. 


Mr. BIDLACK was unwilling to sacrifice his 


| short remaining time; and proceeded to say that 


was disposed still to adhere to the course he had || 


hitherto pursued; but he found, though certain 


had come here to supply their places, and give 
the same kind of votes. These were facts which 
were sufficient to make northern men stop and 
examine; that they might see if, in a douhtful 
case, they had not the right to judge for them- 
selves, and to act according to the dictates of 
their conscience after such examination. 

After some further remarks, (which were not 
distinctly heard,) he proceeded to say that, not 
only had they found southern gentlemen voting 
against the restrictive rule, but one southern gen- 
tleman [Mr. Crineman] had madea speech (which 
by many was deemed unanswerable) against fur- 
ther sustaining that rule. Now, for one, he was 
disposed to take into consideration whether it was 
not right to take that gentleman at his word, and 
leave to him the responsibility on this subject; 
but he would here remark, that he would now go 
no further than to vote for the recommittal of this 
report to the Committee on Rules; as, in that 
event, one member could ask, as he had intimat- 
ed, to be excused from further service on that 
committee, and another gentleman could be ap- 
pointed in his place, and the matter could be again 
fully examined; that the committee might see if 
they could not make a report upon which mod- 
erate men could unite, and thereby put an end to 
the question which some politicians seemed dis- 
posed to agitate, though he could not see that 
there was any very great excitement amongst the 
ee in relation to it, as represented in this 

all. After what he had said, let no gentleman 
charge him with a disposition to abandon the 
compromises of the Constitution. He was acting 
under the solemnity of an oath, and with no other 
Motive than the good of the whole country. He 
had made the observations which had now fallen 
from him, as he had before observed, to avoid the 
necessity of future public declarations of the mo- 
tives which had governed him, more especially 
as he was disposed to change his mode of action. 


| the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Buack.] 


they came to the position, what should be done? 
He said again, you send it to the committee, as 


| ree by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
gentlemen had been left at home, other gentlemen || 


ROMGOOLE,] with the instructions proposed by 


He 


| then made some remarks which were suggested 


by the celebrated Pinckney report, and spoke 


| until the expiration of his hour; but he was very 


indistinctly heard at the reporter’s desk. 
Mr. BELSER rose to address the House ona 
question which, as he conceived, was one of the 


| most important that had been submitted to the 


| consideration of this Congress. 


He trusted he 


| should be able to‘discuss it deliberately and care- 


fully, and with a view to the great interests that 
were involved in that issue; for, he repeated, it 
was, in his opinion, the most important question 
that had ever agitated this Hall; and upon its re- 
sult must depend the weal or woe of this country. 


| He wished, then, before he proceeded to discuss 
| it, to state the question precisely as he understood 


it, in order that he might take a correct view of 
the matter; for in matters of this importance, no 
man could speak properly unless he understood 
the question correctly. He understood, then, that 


| the select committee on the rules of this House 


| was heretofore called the 2lst rule. 


had introduced a report, from which the rule was 
omitted on the subject ofabolition petitions, which 
He under- 
stood, also, that there was a proposition made by 


the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromcoote] | 


| to recommit that report back to the committee, 
| in order that a more full attendance of the com- 


mittee might be had, and another report be 
made. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Brack} 


had gone one step further, and proposed to in- 


struct the committee. Now, that was just ex- 


actly what he wanted him to do; and to gentle- 


men who talked about economizing the time of 


| the House, he would say that there was not one 


member on this floor that was not now as well 


| prepared to vote on this vitally interesting and 


important question as he would be when they 
had got a report from the committee. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuweman,} 
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in the course of his remarks, which he made a 
few days ago, seemed to be of opinion that the 
correct course for the South to pursue was to re- 
ceive these petitions, and to do nothing more with 
them. Why, this House had already attempted 
it, and, in every manner, shape, and ‘form it hed 
attempted to get rid of it for years past; and the 
course which the gentleman suggested would be 
but to go back to that remedy which had been 
tried, and found to fail. Now, he would tell the 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina, that, 
in his opinion, there was but one plain course to 
be pursued; and, asa southern Representative on 


| this floor, the question with him was, rule or nu 


| vided for it. 


rule. That was his doctrine on this subject. If 
they could not have constitutional guarantees—if 
it was once admitted that these petitioners had the 
right to come here, (and if they had the right to 
bring their petitions into this Hall, they had the 
right to have them debated, discussed, and re- 
ferred to a committee,) he would say, let us have 
no rules. Did gentlemen suppose that Abolition- 
ists would be content with having their petitions 
brought into this House and laid upon the table ? 
No; whenever they could thus triumph, they 
would next insist upon debate on this floor on 
these petitions, and a reference of them to a com- 
mittee; and, step by step, they of the South would 
be driven, like mariners on a tempestuous ocean 
without either chart or compass to direct them. 
‘There was but one course for southern gentlemen 
to pursue on this question; and that was, ** rule 
or no rule;’’ for, from the moment they surren- 
dered to these people the right to come here with 
their petitions, from that moment they could place 
no limitation on their acts. 

He contended before this House, and he was 
satisfied he should be able to show by authorities 


| which could not be controverted on this floor— 
| by English and American authorities—that this 


thing called the right of petition, which gentle- 
men held so sacred, existed alone in their own 
imaginations. That they might properly arrive 
at correct conclusions on this question, they must 
go back to that period when the Constitution of 
the United States was formed; they must look at 
things as they then stood; they must look at the 
mischief, and they must look at the remedy pro- 
He would here read to the com- 
mittee a clause of the Constitution as it now 
stood, being article one of the amendments to 
that instrument: 

* Congress shall make no law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, 
or abridging the freedom of speech or of the press; or the 
right of the people peaceably to assemble,mnd to petition 


| the Government for a redress of grievances.”? 


Now, how came this clause to be inserted in 
the Constitution? was the first object of inquiry 
to which the attention of the House should be 
directed. Why, Mr. Story (an authority which 
he thought would be deemed sufficient by every 
man on that floor) said this provision was prova- 
bly derived from the declaration of rights in Eng- 
land in 1688. 

{Mr. B. here read an extract from an abridg- 


| ment of Story’s Commentaries on the Constitu- 
| tion, page 707, which we intended to have pub- 
‘lished from the work itself; but were unable to 
| procure either the book or the extract. ] 


He would go back to English history; for he 
wished to bring the attention of the House to the 
causes which induced the framers of the Consti- 
tution to introduce such a provision into that in- 
strument. He intended to show, before he sat 
down, that even in England, long after the bill of 


| rights was established in that country, they had 


| Constitution. 


rejected petitions. And he intended also to show 
examples on the part of the other branch of this 
Legislature, to the same effect—one case in par- 
ticular, where, on motion of Mr. Jay himself, a 
petition in regard to removals from office was 
rejected. ; 
The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
had yesterday enumerated some of the cases 
which gave rise to that particular clause in the 
The gentleman had gone back to 


| English history, and read from Hawkins’s Pleas 
| of the Crown, in regard to the riot act, and cited 
‘case after case, and precedent after precedent, 


| before their honorable body. 


in order to fortify the position he had assumed 
The riot act, of 
which the gentleman spoke, existed at the time 
of the American Revolution, and hundreds had 
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been maimed and murdered at that time under 
the sanction of that very act; and it was this 
fact which induced the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to incorporate the clause respecting the right 
of petition, which has been so greatly misunder- 
stood by gentlemen on that floor. Mr. B. went 
on to show that, after the bill of rights was grant- 

{ to the subjects of Great Britain, it was a com- 
mon practice to reject petitions; and that, as late 
as 1706, there was a rule to this effect: 


eu 


* That this House will receive no petiton for any sam of 
money relating to public service but what is recommended 
from the Crown.”’ 

Our forefathers, when they incorporated this 
provision, intended to comely the evils which 
they foresaw from the lights of experience. They 
intended not to allow the people of this country 
to place upon the table of this House whatever 
petitions they might please, and have the House 
act upon them; but they intended to keep them 
from the pains and penalties of the law. That was 
what they intended. This House, he thought, 
could not make for itselfa law upon this matter, 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole; but withdrew the 
motion to allow the introduction of the following 
bill: 

A bill for the relief of John W. Allen and Reu- 
ben Allen, introduced by Mr. SAMPLE, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the message be 
taken out of the Committee of the Whole to-mor- 


row at two o'clock, for the purpose of voting | 


upon the various propositions to refer; and for 


| committee, instead of the appropriate standing || cussion. He had listened with great pleasure 
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necessary or preper to refer thig matter to a select 


| committee of the House, unless it was the one 


offered by the honorable mover yesterday, viz.: 


| that such a reference would give them a commit- 


tee more intimately acquainted with the subject 
than any other could possibly be. He would con- 
cede that his western friends might have superior 
knowledge of the facts connected with the sub- 
ject, but then, again, it required no great labor of 


| investigation to get at all the details necessary to 


present a proper report to the House. The facts 
were few, simple, and obvious, and could be col- 


lected by any one of the committees of the House. 


| Why, the honorable member himself, before he | 


| resumed his seat, gave facts enough to justify any 


| committee to whom this subject might be referred | 


| to go to any extent of appropriations for the im- 
| portant objects referred to in this part of the Pres- 
| ident’s message that might be necessary to com- 
| plete the improvements contemplated. Moreover, 


it was not to be presumed that that gentleman 


| alone was in possession of all the information on 


the subject necessary for the action of the com- 


| mittee. 


There were other gentlemen in the House who 


| were in possession of important and interesting 
| facts, which they had collected with great care, 
| in reference to the commerce of the West, the ob- 


| them. 


structions in its way, and the means of removing 
He believed that the navigation of our 


|| western rivers, and harbors of our western lakes, 
| had been much neglected by Congress for some 


this purpose he also moved a suspension of the | 


rules, 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. J. R. 
INGERSOLL and SEYMOUR. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether it was not in 


years past, and that there was a pressing neces- 
sity for appropriations for their protecuon and 


| improvement; but he did not believe that they 


would now suffer from any want of knowledge of 
facts on the part of any committee. 
fore, sincerely hoped, as a western man, that this 
amendment would not prevail. 


| withdraw it, and let the subject be referred to the 


the power of the Committee of the Whole to make | 


a report in reference to those motions on which 
they were agreed, leaving those which were un- 
decided to be discussed? 

The SPEAKER was of opinion that the com- 
mittee might report in part. 

Mr. ADAMS said he hoped, then, the gentle- 


man from Tennessee would withdraw his motion | 


to take the subject out of committee. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he would take great | 


pleasure in complying with the gentleman’s wish, 
if he could see any good which would result from 
a further discussion at this time, because any one 


of the subjects contained in the message would | 


necessarily come up again, and be again debated. 

Upon the motion to suspend the rules, the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 92, nays 75. 

On motion of Mr. STEENROD, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Wiyrurop in the 
chair,)and resumed the consideration of the sub- 
ject of the reference of the President’s message; 
the question before the House being on the reso- 
lution to refer the subject of the improvement of 
the western waters to a select committee. 

Mr. TILDEN observed that his object in ris- 
ing was not to enter intu the wide field of discus- 
sion which some gentlemen _ been indulging 
themselves in, but to submita few remarks on the 
simple question of reference; more for the pur- 
pose of explaining the vote he should give, than 
of replying to the remarks of others. He could 
not agree that the western members were unan- 
imous In support of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. He, for one, could not give 
ithis support. He could see no good reason in 
giving the subject the direction that resolution 
proposed, in submitting it to a select committee; 
nor did the facts, which gentlemen who were in 
favor of it relied on in support of the resolution, 
satisfy him that such a reference would tend to 
the promotion of western interests any more than 
the adoption of the original resolution. What 
were the reasons which had been urged in sup- 
port of the resolution? Every topic usually dis- 
cussed in congressional debates had been brought 
into discussion; the Army, the Navy, the Mili- 
tary Academy—the comparative commerce of the 
eastern and western waters—all these had been 
discussed; but he did not recollect to have heard 


| from one of the standing committees would have | 
| more weight than one from a select committee of | 
| members whose constituents were interested in | 
| the question. The gentlemen on the former com- | 
mittee had all manifested as much regard for 

western interests as any western men; therefore, | 
he was perfectly willing to trust the subject in | 





| that the West had been neglected, he charged that | 
| neglect upon the last Administration. He glanced | 
at the position which had been taken by men who | 
| had preceded him, and intimated that a change on | 


| submitted to the people 


Committee on Commerce, believing that a report 


their hands. He believed that a majority of the 


members there regarded the improvement of the | 
western waters as an important part of the na- | 
tional policy; and, though these waters had hith- | 
erto failed to command that attention from Con- || 
gress that they deserved, he felt assured that the | 


time had now arrived when they would no longer 
be neglected. 


He hoped the question would not assume a sec- | 


tional shape or a party character; for it could re- 


| sult in no good to the people of the West, or of 
| any other part of this Union. 


; It was a national 
measure; and as such he desired that it should be 
He was understood to 
say thathe would not ask for a special committee, 


until he discovered that justice could not other- 


wise be done. 

Mr. HUNT looked upon the interests of every 
portion of this Union as American interests; and 
as such he was interested in them, and would 
support them. He professed to be in favor of a 
liberal policy in relation to public improvements; 
and as complaints had been made by western men 


this subject was observable from the doctrines 
| entertained during the administration of General 
| Jackson. For his own part, he had no apprehen- 
| sions that the people of this country would be 


tempted to put their leading interests in jeopardy. 
It had been well remarked by his colleague, ona 


former day, that the western States, if they ex- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


pect to find a market for their surplus produce, | 
| must look for a home market. It was idle to look | 


for any other. 


With regard to the reference of this subject to | 
a committee representing that section of the coun- | 
try, and more immediately interested, he could | 
see no good reason for making such a reference, | 


rather than referring it to a standing committee. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he should not be doing 


He, there- | 


He hoped that | 
the gentleman who submitted it would consent to | 
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'| a single reason urged to show that it was either | justice to his own feelings if he did not e 


. " M.S ‘ . Xpreg 
the satisfaction he had feltin listening tothis die 


} 


| . : > to 
|| the details which had been given respecting th, 
> =) i 


i} various interests of all sections of the Union: and 
| he would not have felt it incumbent on him to jp, 
| trude himself upon the time of the committee ha 
|| he not been desirous that the lake interest should 
‘| not be overlooked. ; 
| Mr. G. here wentintoa statement of the amoun, 
|| of commerce upon the lakes. 
| Mr. G. took a view of the tonnage of Ohi, 
which he showed to be greater, in 1842, than tha: 
“of allthe southern States put together—for thy 
| purpose of showing the importance and eXtent 
of the commerce on the western waters, and the 
|| necessity of extending to it adequate protection 
He then went on to show the great want of har. 
bors on the lakes, and the vast losses annually 
in consequence of that want; and, referring to the 
large amountof appropriations for harbors, break. 
waters, light-heuses, &c., in the East, argyed 
that justice, as well as good policy, required the 
Government to extend the same favors to the 
West He further contended, that if it was con. 
stitutional to expend the public money for the 
| protection of commerce on the Atlantic sea-board, 
| It was equally constitutional to make appropria- 
tions for the protection of the commerce of the 
| lakes and the western rivers. 
| They wanted no fortifications or public de. 
_ fenses in Ohio, for the people of that State were 
| well able to repel any foreign invader, but their 
| commerce required that their rivers and harbors 
| should be improved. 
| Mr. JAMESON next obtained the floor; but 
|| he gave way to a motion to rise. 
| — It was suggested that the committee, on rising, 
| should report the resolutions which had been 
| adopted in the committee. 
This was agreed to. 
So the committee rose, and reported in part, 
fand reported progress on other parts, and asked 
leave to sit again. 
The House then adopted the resolutions which 
|| had been reported from the committee. 


AMENDMENT OF A RULE. 


Mr. HOPKINS gave notice of his intention to 
move an amendment of the 133d rule, so as to 
| empower a majority of the House to suspend the 

rules for the purpose of going into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, anu also to 
dischatge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from any bill which it might 
have before it. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to-day, were 
handed to the reporters by the members presenting them: 
By Mr. PHOENIX: The petition of John 3. Gilbert, ask- 
| ing for delay of all action, and to withhold any appropria- 
tion for a dry-dock, until his plan can be examined by com- 

| petent judges. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut: The petition of 
| Leonard A. Daggett, Lewis Gilbert, Ebenezer Jolinson, 

Amos Townsend, and William Whitney, and one thousand 
|| three hundred and fifty others, inhabitants of the town of 
| New Haven, in Connecticut, praying a revision of the post 
| Office laws in relation to the franking privilege, and reduc- 

tion on letter postage, &c.; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens of Portland, 
| Maine, praying for indemnity for spoliations committed by 
| the French Government prior to the year 1800 ; which was 
| referred to the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs. 
| By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Francis Lynch 

and others, praying a grant of land in Indiana, to open the 

navigation or extend the canal to the mouth of the Wa 
bash. 

By Mr. McCONNELL: The memorial of Jobu H. Golds- 
by, praying pension and bounty land for services in the last 
war, under General Jackson. : 

Also, the petition of O. W. Bailey, praying remuneration 
|| for serviees, and pay for a horse, in the last war. ; 
|| By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of sundry inhabitants 
|| of Cayuga county, New York, for the establishment of @ 
|| mail route from Baldwinsville, in the county of Onondaga, 
1 to Wolcott, in the county of Wayne, in New York ; which 


was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| 
i} Roads. 
By Mr. SAMPLE: The memorial of William 8. Patter- 
son and one hundred and twenty-six others, citizens of 
South Bend, in the State of Indiana, praying Congress at 
an early day to make an adequate and suitable appropria- 
tion for continuing the construction of the harbor at Mich- 
igan City, in the State of Indiana; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. ; 
By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: The petition of Violet 
Calhoun, of county, Indiana, widow of John Cal- 
|| houn, deceased, a revolutionary pensioner, for a pension ; 
|| whieh was read and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
| tionary Pensions. 
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Also, the petition of Levy Johnson, of Hendricks county, 
Indiana, for & pension ; which was read and referred to the 
committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

py Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Wallace and 
forty-nine others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, 
praying an amendment of the Constitution of the United 
piates}; which was re erred to the committee heretofore 
appointed on shat subject. 


By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The petition of Mrs. Fran- 


ees D- Gage and eighty other ladies of McConnelsville, 
Ohio, praying for a revision of the post ottice laws. 

Also, the petition of John Jest and one hundred and eigh- 
ty-five other citizens, all of Washington county, Ohio, pray- 
ing for areduction of the rates of postage, and that the frank- 
ing privilege be abolished. 


By Mr. FICKLIN: The proceedings of a public meeting | 
held at Lawrenceville, filinois, on the subject of granting a | 


portion of the unsold lands in the Wabash valley for the 
improvement Of the navigation of the Wabash river from 
Terre Haute (the terminus of the Wabash and Erie canal) 


to the Ohio river; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Roads and Canals, 


Also, the petition of Augustus C. French and two hun- | 


.dand one others, citizens of Crawford county, Illinois 
dre ; 


ip regard to the same object; which was referred to the i] 


Committee on Roads and Canals. 


By Mr. KING, of New York: The petition of inhabit- 


ants of St. Lawrence county, New York, for a law to abol- 
ish the franking privilege, and reduce the rates of postage. 


By Mr. OWEN: ‘Pie memorial of William 8. Harpole | 


and one hundred and one others, citizens of Indiana, pray- 


ing an appropriation of lands to complete the Central canal 


to Evansville. 


Also, the memorial of George H. Evans, a citizen of New | 
Jersey, praying that a portion of the Oregon Territory be | 


jaid out in small farms, to be granted to settlers, with a 
right to use the same, and to will to any one not possessed 
of other lands. 

Also, the memorial of P. Roche and forty-eight others, 


citizens of Indiana, praying an appropriation of lands to | 


improve the Wabash river. 


By Mr. STILES: The petition of the Chamber of Com- | 
merce and Commissioners of Pilotage of the city of Savan- || 
nah, praying Congress for the establishment of lights and | 


beacons in the Savannah river. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 13, 1844. 


Mr.GIDDINGS rose to a question of privilege. 
He said he wished to call the attention of the 
House to an article published by an officer of this 
House in the Globe of last evening. He would 
send it to the Clerk, that it might be read. 

Mr. HOLMES rose to a question of order. He 
wished to ask whether every, or any remark, 


made by any or every editor of a paper, on any | 


orevery gentleman on this floor, individually or 
collectively, would give gentlemen this privilege 
as a right? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
was nota right; but it had been the practice of 
the House to extend this privilege to 
as a courtesy. 

Mr. THOMPSON objected to the gentleman 
from Ohio being allowed to go on with any ex- 
planation of what occurred in other parts of this 


country; but if it were an explanation of what | 


had been done in this House, he should have no 
objection. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said the report, and the article 
to which he wished to call the attention of the 


House, were in relation to what had transpired | 


on this floor with respect to one of the Represent- 
atives of the people in his representative capacity. 
They came from an officer of this House, assail- 
ing a member of this House; and on that distinct 
ground he claimed the attention of the House to 
the article. 

Mr. GILMER wished to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Ohio, which a serene 
him whether he should object or not. He did not 
know what privilege the gentleman from Ohio 
now referred to;-but before he should be willing 


to extend to that gentleman the courtesy which || 


he requested he would ask him respectfully 





Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman misundes- | 


stands me. I claim it as a right. 

Mr. GILMER knew not inwhat language the 
claim was made, but it was for the House to de- 
termine whether it should be granted. He re- 
quested the gentleman from Ohio to explain to 
him and to the House—for he was but an indi- 
vidual member of the House—whether, on its 
presentation to the House, he explained the pur- 
port of the petition which had been referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
by that committee unanimously returned to the 
House with a request that it should be returned 
to the member from Ohio? all of which seemed 
0 him distinctly to intimate (for he understood 
it was a unanimous expression of the committee) 


genulemen || 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| that the member from Ohio had willfully violated 


|| one of the rules of the House, which prescribed 
the duty of members of this House on presenting 
etitions. Whatever might be any man’s opin- 
ion of the propriety of the rule, it seemed to him 
that the a required every man, on his honor, 
to state correctly, and not to misrepresent, the 
contents of the petitions which he presented; and 
he desired the gentleman from Ohio to give such 
an explanation as would satisfy the House. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said, it was with great pleas- 


ure he rose to explain; and he would state to the | 
gentleman who had brought that subject before | 
the House, that, when he presented that petition | 


| he did state, in distinct terms, that the body of 
the petition was intended to assail the institution 
of slavery in this District. Those were the very 
|| words he used on that occasion; and he now 


guage he used, and which he now repeated, be- 
fore this House and the country, that the body 
| of the petition was evidently intended to assail 
slavery in this District, but that it prayed fora 
revision and repeal of laws in this District. With 
|| such a statement he sent it to the Chair. ‘There 
i were gentlemen on this floor who heard what he 

said, and he called on the gentleman who repre- 
| sented the petitioners on this floor to state whether 
he had not given the facts as they occurred. He 
called upon the gentleman from Niagara county, 


seat.] It appeared that gentleman was not in his 
seat; but he would say that that gentleman [Mr. 


was returned, and then endeavored to make his 
statement; but gentlemen would not hear him. 
| He made that statement himself, and he was in 
| hopes he should have been reported in full by 
_ the papers of the District. He cast no imputa- 
tion upon the reporters; for he would say that 
whenever he attempted to speak on this floor, 
it was in the power of gentlemen to make so 
| much confusion that his voice could not be heard. 
|| H@ repeated that he did make this statement; and 
in reply to a gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
_ Payne,] and another gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. C. Jounson,] he restated it distinctly, two 
| Separate times, 
| be satisfactory to the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Gitmer,] and to the country; and if that 
point were disposed of, he would now claim the 
| privilege which had been claimed by others, from 
| the organization of this Government down to the 
| present day, when they were assailed. 
|| Objections were made in various parts of the 
|| House. 
| Mr. THOMPSON said he should object to any 
|| member having the privilege to bring any news- 
|| paper comments before this House, unless the 


|| gentleman would say that itimpeached his honor 
in some way; under such circumstances he would 
not object to an explanation. If any gentleman 
| had been erroneously or improperly reported by 
the reporters of either of the papers, he would not 
object to any explanation; but he protested against 
the custom growing up here, of members bring- 
ing into this House comments on speeches which 
may have been made before the constituents of 
| members, whether in Ohio, New York, or else- 
where. 
|| The SPEAKER said, objections had been 
made; and the Chair did not regard this as a priv- 
| ilege, but, as an act of courtesy, it might be ex- 
| tended to the gentleman from Ohio; such had been 
the custom of the House hitherto; but the gentle- 
/man from Ohio might accomplish his object by a 
suspeasion of the rules. 


| article did not only impeach his honor, but his 
| integrity. ‘ 
| Mr. THOMPSON asked if he was to under- 
| stand that the gentleman from Ohio wished to ex- 
|| plain a matter which had occurred in his own 
'| district, in Ohio, and not in this House? If so, 
'| the gentleman should explain it through the pa- 
|| pers, and not in this House. 
|| Mr. SCHENCK said, as it appeared to be ne- 
|| that his colleague [Mr. Gippines] have permis- 
|| sion to proceed with hisexplanation. [Objections 
|| were wre) Then he would move a suspension 
} of the rule for that purpose. 

| 


Mr. PAYNE wished the gentleman from Ohio 


called on the reporters to take notice of the lan- | 


| (Mr. Hunt, of New York, who was not in his | 


| Hunt] rose in his place at the time the petition | 


He hoped this statement would | 


Mr. GIDDINGS said he would explain, in re- | 
ply to the gentleman from Mississippi, that this | 


|} cessary, he,would submit a motion to the House, | 
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| to answer the interrogatory of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER made some remark, which 
was inaudible amidst the confusion that pre- 
vailed. 

»Mr. C. JOHNSON inquired if he understood 
| the gentleman from Ohio to say that he had ob- 
jected to the petition at the time it was presented? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had merely explained 
that the gentleman from Tennessee was one of 
those who at that time called for explanation. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON remarked that he had un- 
derstood the gentleman from Ohio otherwise. 

Mr. GIDDINGS further explained that the 
'| gentleman from Tennessee called on the Chair 
|| to know if the contents of the petition had been 
|| stated to the House at the time it was presented: 
|| that interrogatory was put tothe Chair, and was 

answered by himself. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said his impression was, 
that when that petition was presented, he object- 
ed toit,and then an explanation was made, which 
was satisfactory to him; but he now desired to 
know if the Speaker himself understood the na- 
ture of the petition? and if so, why he permitted 
such a paper to be received by the House? 

Mr. McDOWELL inquired if this debate was 
in order? 

The SPEAKERentered into some explanation, 
which was not distinctly heard. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he did not censure any 
|| man for not hearing him in this Hall, the confu- 
}| sion was so universal when he attempted to pre- 
| sent petitions there. All he could do, was to say 
|| that he spoke at the top of his voice; he spoke as 
|| loud as he could conveniently, and then he felt 
}| that his duty was discharged. He did so on the 
, occasion referted to;and he should continue to do 
|| his duty. 
|| The SPEAKER was putting the question on 
| the motion to suspend the rules, when 
| Mr.SCHENCK inquired if it was necessary to 
| make a motion to suspend the rules ? 
| The SPEAKER replied that it was necessary, 
| as objections had been made. 

Mr. GILMER said, to do justice to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, he would make the inquiry, if it 
was so difficult for that gentleman to be heard by 
the House, if there was a single member on that 
floor that would rise and say that he heard him? 

At this period the Speaker was informing the 
House that this debate was all out of order, and 
several gentlemen were addressing the House, 
while others were attempting to gain the floor, and 
much confusion prevailed. 

Mr. DEAN and Mr. SCHENCK both made 
observations that were inaudible at the reporter’s 
desk. 

Mr. GILMER again asked if there was any 
gentleman that would rise in his seat and say he 
heard the gentleman from Ohio state the contents 
of the petition? 

Mr. DEAN said he was standing by the mem- 
| ber from Ohio when he presented the petition 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that 
it was not in order to debate this question. 

{Cries of ‘* Hear him !’’} 

Mr. DEAN said he merely intended to say that 
he was standing by the gentleman from Ohio 
when he presented the petition, and he distinctly 
| understood him to say that the body of the peti- 
| tion referred to the abolition ofslavery. He was 
struck with the fact at the time; but the gentlé- 
|} man from Ohio was further understood to say 
| that the prayer of the petition was for an ame- 
| lioration of the condition of the slaves, or for a 
| revision of the laws of this District. 
| 








Mr. SCHENCK would make an inquiry, with 
the permission of the Chair. His motion (that 
his colleague have leave to proceed) was not ob- 
jected to; and he would inquire whether, under 
|| these circumstances, a suspension of the rules 
|| Was necessary ? 
|| The SPEAKER said a question of order had 
| been first raised. 
|} Mr. THOMPSON wished to call, for the in- 
|| formation of the House 
|| ‘The SPEAKER intimated that the gentleman 
| was not in order. 
|| Mr. THOMPSON said he had made the ob- 
|| jection, and, if he withdrew it, there would exist 
| no necessity to put the motion for the suspension 
| of the rules; and, if the gentleman from Ohio 
| would state that his explanation had reference to 


| 
| 
| 


| 
' 
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anything which had occurred in this House, he 
would withdraw his objection. If any incorrect 
report had gone out from this House, through 
the papers, he would not object to an explana- 


tion; for, as he should claim the right himself, he | 


would willingly extend it to every other member 
on that floor. But he would not consent that any 
individual should occupy the time of the House 
with explanations of circumstances which had 
transpired out of it. 


Mr. GIDDINGS replied that what he had said | 


on presenting the petition was not reported. He 
did not mean to assail the reporters of this House 
for that, or their intentions; but in connection 
with that want of a report—with the suppression 


of all reports—he was attacked by a writer who | 
not only assailed him, but connected him with | 


facts that had never transpired—which he wished 
now to explain, 

Objections were again made. 

Mr, SCHENCK desired, with the permission 
of the Ifouse, not to make any argument, but to 
state what he understood to be the position of 
things in relation to the motion which he had 
made. 

[Cries of ** No, no, no!’’] 

‘The SPEAKER said the motion 
Hou e was to susp nd the rules. 

Mr. SCHENCI was again attempting to ex- 
plain, but was informed that he was notin order, 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the yeas and nays 
on the mbtion to suspend; and they were ordered. 


Mr. THOMPSON wished distinctly to know | 


before the vote was taken, what explanation the 
gentleman from Ohio wished to make. Was it 
that he might go into a general, or into some 
articular explanation? 


The SPEAKER again reminded the gentleman | 


that he was not in order. 


Mr. BLACK, who was not in his seat when | 
the motion was made, inquired what explanation | 


the gentleman from Ohio desired to make. If the 


a nuleman desired to correct any misrepresenta- 
tion of his speech, he would vote in favor of the | 
suspension of the rules; otherwise he would vote | 


against the suspension. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 
Mr. BLACK, 
negative. 
‘The yeas and nays were then reported—yeas 
92, nays 57; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Belser, Bidlack, James 
Black, Blackwell, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Buttington, Camp- 


| have made no motion.” 


bell, Cary, Carroll, Cathn, Chilton, Clingman, Cranston, | 


Cross, Cullom, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 


Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Duntap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, | 


Florence, Foot, Foster, Frick, Gilmer, Willis Green, Grin- 


nell, Grider, Hammett, Harper, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, | 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charies J. Ingersoll, | 
B, Johnson, Andrew | 
Daniel P. King, McCausien, McDowell, Meli- | 


Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley 
Johnson, 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, 


Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Phe- | 


nix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Rogers, St. John, Semple, Saun 
ders, 


batts, Tilden, Tyler, Vanee, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 
Wilkins, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph A. 
W right—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, Edward J. Black, 
James A. Black, Bower, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, 


ram Green, Hamlin, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hughes, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 


King, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, | 


Vorris, 


MeClernand, > Pratt, David 8S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith. Steenrod, 


Stiles, ‘Taylor, Thompson, Weller, Wheaton, Woodward, | 


and Y oest—57. 
Two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. OWEN said he had been several times | 


endeavoring to obtain the floor for the purpose of 


moving an amendment to the Journal. He found | 


it there stated that he reported House bill No. 10 
without amendment; when he reported it with 
several amendme nts: 
appropriations from $150,000 to $75,000. 
The correction was accordingly made. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BIDLACK presented the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania, instructing the 
Senators of that State, and requesting its Repre- 
sentatives, to vote for the passage of the bill re- 
funding General Jackson’s fine. 


“THE CONGRESSIONAL 


before the | 


| they were now discussing; whether the House | 
| could, under the rule which they were now de- 


| be received. 


| referred to the Committee of the Whole House. | 


| county, Alabama.”’ 


Of course, then, I vote in the | 





Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, | 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Stephens, ‘Thomasson, Tib- | 


Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Dana, Daniel, John | 
W. Davis, Dawson, Detlet, Dunean, Ficklin, French, By- | 


one of which reduced the | 





NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. HARDIN gave nbdtice of a motion for 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize the inhabit- | 
ants of township seventeen north, of range nine | 
west, of the third principal meridian, in Cass 
county, Illinois, to exchange their present school 
section. | 

Mr. SEMPLE gave notice that he would, to- | 


| morrow or some subsequent day, ask leave to in- | 


troduce a bill for the benefit of 8S. White. 

Mr. TIBBATTS gave notice that he would, on | 
Monday next or on some other early day, ask | 
leave to introduce a bill to amend an act entitled | 
**An act to provide for the better security of the | 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled | 


| in whole or in part by steam,”’ approved July 7, | 


1838. 
REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, made a report upon the petition of 


William Jones, accompanied by a bill to extend | 


to the District of Columbia the provisions of an 
| actentitled **An act respecting fugitives from jus- 
| tice, and persons escaping from the service of 
| their masters,’’ approved February 12, 1793, and | 
| to repeal certain laws. 


Mr.WINTHROP inquired of the Chair wheth- | 
er this bill would not interfere with the very rules 


bating, receive this bill, even from a committee | 
of the House? 


The CHAIR was of opinion that the bill might | 
On motion: of Mr. WILKINS, the bill was | 


Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, asked and obtained leave to present a | 
minority report; which was ordered to be printed. | 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr.CHAPMAN introduced a bill supplemental | 
to an act approved June 28, 1838, entitled ‘*@#An | 
act for the relief of Jehu Hollinsworth, of Blount 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HUNT rose and said he was not in his | 
place when the motion was made this morning to | 
suspend the rules, for the purpose of permitting | 
an explanation to be made by the gentleman from 
Ohio; but he understood that the gentleman had | 
called upon him to state his recollection of what 
took place on occasion of the presentation of a | 
certain petition; and if it were the pleasure of the | 
House, he would now make that statement. | 

The SPEAKER remarked that it would not be | 
in order at this time. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF offered the following 
resolution; which, being objected to, was not re- | 
ceived: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to | 
report to this House a list of the names of all the officers of | 
the Navy above the rank of midshipman, specifying the | 
grade, age, and residence of each; the time when each | 
officer respectively was last engaged in active duty under 
the orders of the Navy Department; and, when the absence 
from active duty in any case exceeds six months, prior to 
the first day of the present month, a brief statement of the 
reasons Which, in each case respectively, have governed 
the Department in permitting such absence; and also the 
amount of pay per annum of officers of each grade respect- 
ively, not engaged in active duty. 


Mr.SAMPLE submitted the following resolu- 


| tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be di- 
rected to ascertain and report to the House whether the | 
claims against the Pottawatomie and other tribes of Indians, 
examined by William B. Mitchell, Esq., a commissioner 
appointed by the Secretary of War in 1840, as confirmed by 
the War Department, can be liquidated on any other prin- | 
ciple than that laid down by the late Secretary ; and if so, | 
whether any, and what, legislation is necessary. 


On motion of Mr. DEAN, the following reso- 
lution was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law that the 
election of electors for President and Vice President of the 
United States shall be held on one and the same day through- 


out the several States of the Union. . 


On motion of Mr. HUGHES, the following res- 
olution was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be required to 
inform this House— 
1. How many establishments of a national character are 
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eet 
established for the manufacture of hemp for the Navy, whe, 
established, and what the annual cost. 4 

2. What is the quantity of hemp consumed, and cord 
or canvas, or other manufacture of hemp, manufactured 
at each. 

3. What is the kind of hemp used, foreign or domestic 
and what the cost of each per ton at each establishment, ’ 
4. What experiments or inquiries (if any) “have be, 
made to determine the relative value of foreign and domes. 

tic hemp, and what the result. 

5. What has been the annual quantity of cordage many. 
factured or purchased for une Navy within the last fiye 
years, and whether made of foreign or domestic hemp; and 
also the quantity of canvas required for the Navy withip 
the last five years; how much thereof domestic and how 
much of foreign manufacture ; and also be required to jp. 
form the House whether the joint resolution of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, establishing hemp agencies 
in the States of Kentucky and Missouri, for the purchase 
of water-rotted hemp for the use of the Navy, approved 
February, 1843, has been carried into effect in part or in 
whole; if the former, the reasons for it; and that he algo 
inform this House the expenses of cultivating hemp in this 
District under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy; 
the persons employed, and the price paid. And also, that 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury be required to inform the 
House what has been the annual quantity of foreign hemp 
cordage, canvas, and cotton bagging, for the last five years, 
distinguishing the tons, yards, or pounds of each, the value 
and from whence imported, and the quantity of those re. 
exported. 


Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to; 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to re- 
port to this House the number of drop and free letters each, 
received at all the post offices in the United States for the 
last twelve months, ending at the latest time that he hag 
correct returns ; also, such other information ay he may be 
in possession of, if any, showing the quantity of mail mat- 
ter transmitted through other channels; also, the nearest 
estimnate that he can furnish of the gross amount of Goy- 
ernment franking in all its branches, exclusive of the Post 
Office Department, for a single year. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL submitted the follow- 


ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of revising the crim- 
inal code of the United States, and of consolidating the 
same into a single statute. 


Mr. McDOWELL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be, and the same are hereby, instructed to in- 
quire into the propriety and expediency of reporting a bill 
establishing a stage mail route from Ripley, (on the Ohio 
river,) in Brown county, Ohio, to Circleville, in Pickaway 
county, Ohio, through the intermediate points designated 
in the petitions on that subject. 


Mr. C.M. READ submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of regulating the appoint. 
ments and promotion of the commissioned officers of the 
United States revenue marine, and providing for their con- 
firmation by the Senate, and establishing court-martial. 


Mr. BOSSIER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing 
and constructing a national road from Natchitoches to Fort 
Jesup, thence to the Sabine river, in the State of Louisi- 
ana 


Mr. HOLMES offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury report to 
this House the amount of moneys received from the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico under the treaty of indemnity; the 
amount paid for transporting the said moneys to the United 
States; the names of persons to whom compensation has 
been paid; the amount of moneys transported in the ves- 
sels of the United States Navy; and, further, that he inform 
this House why compensation has been refused to Com- 
mander J.D. Knight, tor bringing on one of the installments 
of the Mexican indemnity. 

Mr. SIMONS offered the following resolution; 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish to this House a tabular statement of the salaries and 
payments made to office's, overseers, superintendents, and 
laborers, designating the yearly, monthly, and daily salaries 
or wages of each; and the price of job work in the several 
navy- yards and other public works under his Department, 
during the years 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 1842, and 1843. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. / 


Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day, 
when 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the report of the select commit- 
tee on the rules, the question being on the recom- 
mitment moved by Mr. Brack. 

Mr. BELSER, who had the floor, continued 
the course of remarks commenced by him yester- 
day. He observed that he had already showed 
to the House, that previous to the adoption of 
the English bill of rights, Parliament had resolved 
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